PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION), 


FOURTH SERIES. 


SECOND SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF THE 


NITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


1 EDWARD VII. 


VOLUME XCVII. 


OMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM THE ELEVENTH DAY OF JULY 
TO THE TWENTY-FOURTH DAY OF JULY, 


1901, 


NINTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 





PRINTED AND PUBLISHED, 
UNDER CONTRACT WITH HIS MAJESTY’S STATIONERY OFKICE, . 
BY ‘ 


WYMAN AND SONS, LIMITED, FETTER LANE, LONDON, 





















CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 











THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Alimon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
First Lord of the Treasury —-Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.I. 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 











Colonial Rt. Hon. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War 2t. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India Rt. Hon. Lord GEoRGE HAMILTON. 





Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 
Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DouGLAs. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 








NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education %t. Hon. Sir J. ELpon Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the a O. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Esa., M.P. 
. . T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury —{ Winttan Hays Fisaxe. Esq., M.P. 
a Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 
: Rear-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty— Rear-Admiral A. K. WiLson, V.C., C.B. 
Capt, A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottice-——Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Ri. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coleniai Office—Rt. Con. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamenta: y Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAWSON, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt Hon. E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 























v1 HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.Q. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buckhounds tt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard tt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount BRIDPORT, G.C.B. (permanent). 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of KrnTORE, G.C.M.G. 




















| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in-Waiting—— | Kt. Hon. Lord HArRIs, G.C.S.1., G.C.LE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
{ Rt. Hon. Lord BAGOT. 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFOUR. 
Lord Advocate—Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk tt. Hon. Lord KinsBpurGH, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary ——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary tt. Hon. Sir DAvip HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——GEo. WRIGHT, Esq. 





























PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 

Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) ——Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Oificer of Private Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs-——E. F. 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journalsk——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F, SyMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorpDon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. BrppuLpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
CO. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——(G. FULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist Mr. T. A. CuuRT ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WORFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LOocKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—J. W. G. BonpD, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BrippuLPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher— —— T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.I. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.} 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H Gurney SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooOLACcOoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsyTH, C. CHAPMAN, W. P8ILJIPs, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GiBsons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMEKSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GEORGE TupPER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLx, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; AkTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BULL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, a. 

Junior Clerks . C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMs, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq.; J. ScoTT PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIpBoNs, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Oftice Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GosseEt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILson, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (lst Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitus, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprRAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R, 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mnr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant-——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer Ir. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Referee of Private Billsa——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Billsa——C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 




















Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Mr. T. KENDRICK. 




































































Librarian R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLIcK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E. Smit, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Printers—— 


Journals——G. E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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TRIAL OF EARL Russeit.—The King’s Answer to the Address of Friday last 
reported by the Lord Steward (£. Pembroke and Montgomery) as follows— 
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opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
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and Bill committed for Tuesday next 


London and India Docks (New Works) Bill—Report from the Select 
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next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 24; agreed to ; 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed - xs enn 
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Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation Bill—Brought from the 
Commons, read 1¢ ; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legis- 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
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Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [1.1.}.— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments , ar 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill [1... }.— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. ‘he said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill; Mansfield 
Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill—The Order made on the 
25th June last, appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to con- 
sider the Bill, discharged 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill ; Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Bill ; West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill ; Southampton and Win- 
chester Great Western. Junction Railway Bill.—Report trom the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Viscount Hutchinson (£. Vonoughmore) and 
the Lord Seaton be proposed to the House as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said bills in the place of the Earl of Bradford and the Earl 
Beauchamp ; read, and agreed to ne ae sie dus vee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLoniEs.—Annual : No. 326, Barbadoes ; Report for 1900 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2,654, Portugal (Quilimane). No. 
2,655 China (Wenchow) bs bi se ae ue ‘ick 
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HistoricAL Manuscripts (RoyAL ComMission).—Report on the manu- 
scripts of His Grace the Duke of Portland, K.G., preserved at Welbeck 
Abbey (Vols. VI. and VII.), and the manuscripts of Berwick- -upon-T weed 
and Burford Corporations, the ‘counties of ‘Wilts and Worcester, and of 
the Deans and Chapters of Chichester and Salisbury ; sig 


DvuBLIN Hosprrats —Forty-third Report of the Board of Superintendenee 
with appendices, for the year 1900-1 vp iis SP ; 


Lunacy.—Appendices to the Fifty-fifth Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy. 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table... i. 


St. Lucta (Prison RuLEs)—Amendment of Rule No, 247, relating to the 
remission of sentences, laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table es AES oie bas nee 


PETITIONS. 
SHops (EARLY Ciosine) BiLt [H.L.].—Petitions in favour of; of shop 
assistants in Belfast (2) ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... ; 
House or Lorps Orrices:—First Report made ; to be printed; and to be 
considered on Tuesday next. (No. 158) we _ 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bil].—Order for the Day for the 


Third Reading read 


Lord Monkswell ... sie _ wil sae eee oi eve 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 3¢.—(The Lord Monkswell). 
The Earl of Northbrook ... mn sg io a sak oe 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out ‘now’ and add at the end of the motion ‘this day 
three months.’ ”—(The Earl of Northbrook.) 


Lord Tweedmouth ... 

The Chairman of Committees (The J Earl of Mor ly) 
The Earl of Wemyss 

Lord James of Hereford 


On Question, Whether “now ” shall stand part of the motion, their Lord- 
ships divided :—Contents, 30; Non-contents, 66. 
Xesolved in the negative. 


Bill to be read 3¢ this day three months. 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Amendments vicina’ ase to — 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSIONERS—THE NETHERLANDS RAILWAY 
COMPANY :— 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 
The Secretary of State for Foreig gn “Affairs ( The “Marquess of Lansdowne) 


TRAMWAY UNDERTAKING—CONSENTS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES—AMENDMENT 
OF STANDING ORDER 22 :— 
The karl of Morley -: 
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Irish LAND PURCHASE—RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE Fry COMMISSION :— 
The Duke of Abercorn 
Lord Clonbrock “é 
The Earl of Kilmorey 


The Lord Chancellor for Ireland (J (Lond Ashbourne) 
The Earl of Mayo... 


House adjourned at a quarter past Eight of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 1ltH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords]. (By Orprr.)—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.”— 


Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop 7d 
Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS _APPLIUVABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the’ Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :—Education Board Provisional Orders Con- 
firmation (Barnes, &c.) Bill [Lords] ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill { Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (SpecIAL Report). 
—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 9th July, they have made the following 
Special Report :— 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 7) BiLL.—If this Bill 
is intended by the Order of the House of the 9th July to be 
treated as a Private Bill in respect of the Amendments introduced 
in Committee in the Confirmation Bill, the Standing Orders have 
not been complied with, inasmuch as no notice has been given of 
the powers sought by Clause 2 of the said Bill, as amended in 
Committee. 


But the Standing Orders do not contemplate the examination of 
Confirmation Bills by the Examiners in regard to any require- 
ments other than those contained in Standing Orders 38 and 39, 
compliance with which has been already proved. 

C. W. CAMPIon. 
J. F. Symons JEUNE. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders ' - oe ons one gue _ 
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Stroud Gas Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered and agreed to 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill aii —Read the third ea and 
passed, with Amendments / 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway E Bill (Lords — 
King’s consent signified ; Bill read the third time and passed . 


Handsworth Urban District Council Bill meena Amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time ... ta so ae ees 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working 
Classes (No. ” —_ —As amended, considered ; readthe third time, and 
passed ‘ - : ot , 


Harpenden District Gas Bill [Lords]; Bolton Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Smethwick Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported with Amendments ; eaaeiasis to lie _ 
the Table, and to be printed és ve sed * 


St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [Lords].—Reported, with an Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed : 


Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 
amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed él 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 


That they have agreed to :—Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill ; 
Military Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Pembroke Urban 
District Council (County of Dublin) Bill ; without amendment. 

That they have agreed to :—Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power 
Bill ; Great Central Railway Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers) Bill; Dublin Corporation (Markets, Etc.) Bill ; 
Bury Corporation Bill ; with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to «hana to—Cowes F ~—e Bill ‘iene 
without amendment ee 


PETITIONS. 


ACRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED Districts AND Burcu Lanp Tax 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) Act, 1896.—Petition from —— — re-enact- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ae , 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION BILL.—Petition from een in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table . ines 


EpucaTION (CONTINUATION ScHOOLS) Bri_u.—Petition in favour, from 
Willoughby-on-the-Wolds, and West Ham ; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (RETURNING OFFICERS’ ee —Petition 
from Sligo, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table . 5 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiL.L.—Petitions in favour, 
from Sileby ; itil Norton ; secitasigie and Wigan ; to lie — the 
Table ... 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from ‘cele against ; 
to lie upon the Table . ‘ de 


WorkMEn’s Houses TENURE Bu.t.—Petition of Mining Association of Great 
Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table 
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HistoricaL MANuscripts (RoyaL Commission).—Copy presented, of Report 
on the Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of Portland, K.G., preserved 
at Welbeck Abbey (Vols. VI. and VII.), and the Manuscripts of Berwick- 
upon-Tweed and Burford Corporations, the counties of Wilts and 
Worcester, and of the Deans and Chapters of Chichester and Salisbury [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table sis i 


Dustin Hospitats.—Copy presented, of Forty-third Report of the Board of 
Superintendence, with Appendices, for the year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... is sn si ses is ss vt 


Navy (EXcepTions TO KINnG’s REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of List of 
Exceptions to the King’s Regulations as to Pay, Non-effective Pay, and 
Allowances during the year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table ... cee eee See Jes i oi 595 = ce 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES (ACCOUNTS).—Return ordered, “of the 
Accounts as they are respectively made up, of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies and of the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee to the 30th day 
of September and the 3lst day of December, 1900 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 308, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Pier AND Harpour ProvIsIONAL OrpERS (No. 3) Biti.—Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.)... 


COMMISSIONERS OF NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) :— 

Copy ordered, “of Extracts from Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Commissioners of the National Education (Ireland), and other Docu- 
ments, in relation to recent action taken by the Most Reverend 
W. J. Walsh, D.D., Archbishop of Dublin, respecting alleged irregu- 
larities in the transaction of business in the office of the Com- 
missioners, and to the withdrawal or amendment of letters alleged 
to have been ineerrect.”—(Mr. Vyndham.) : 





Copy presented accordingly; to lie upon Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 261.] as 


Q U. UST T 0 NS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—TRANSVAAL REPUBLIC—STATE DeEprs.—Question, 
Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s); Answer, The Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


CENsoRSHIP—* DIAMOND FIELDS ADVERTISER”—Mr. RuopES AND Cot. 
KEekEWIcH.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


CensorsHi1p— Mr. WALLACE’S CHARGES.—Questions, Mr. Norman (Wolver- 
hampton, W.) and Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham); Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick se pet ms bee seis 5% r 


CENSORSHIP—REUTER’S CORRESPONDENT—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... cr 


VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT--ALLEGED SHOOTING BY BOoERS OF BRITISH 
WovunDeED.— Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... bee oe aes sis Eup 5 a ae 
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Civit EMPLOYMENT IN THE TRANSVAAL—CASE OF Mr. HENDERSON.— 
Questions, Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid), Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, 
N.), Mr. ee aii N. ‘.) and Mr. one (Lincoln) ; Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ; ; eee te ot re 


TELEGRAMS BETWEEN GENERAL BoTHA AND Mr. KRUGER.—Questions, Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BoTHA.—Question, Mr. Black (Banff- 
shire); Answer, Mr. Brodrick eet Ss ae ¥ 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, 
Leigh) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : ai nm sits ai Pe 


SecoND WORCESTERSHIRE REGIMENT — ENTERIC FEVER.—Question, Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, W esthoughton) i. 


MiuitiA Force 1x SoutnH Arrica.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Lord Stanley ... 


DEPENDENTS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS. a Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley st iia wa ad be oF iad 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH MILITIA.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty); Answer, Lord Stanley _ a? sid én er 


THIRD BATTALION CONNAUGHT RANGERS.—Question, Mr. Conor O’Kelly 
(Mayo, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley ... i ria sa = 


RAILWAY SERVANTS IN MILITARY EMPLOYMENT—PROVISION FOR DEPEN- 
DENTS.—Question, Mr. Harris (Tynemouth) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


HAULBOWLINE ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT—LABOURERS’ WAGES.—Question, 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Army Remounts—G Lascow Tramway Horses.—Questions, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answers, Lord Stanley ... 2 os ing es 


HospiIrAL SHIP FOR THE MEDITERRANEAN—THE ‘“ MAINE.”—Question, Mr. 
Harmsworth (Caithness); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. va es ¥ re _— “ws 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—MR. ARNOLD WHITE'S LETTER.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon ; Atiswer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


VICTUALLING IN THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster 


MopERNISATION OF DocKyARD MACHINERY.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... ir S54 Zi, at yea ae 


NAVAL ARMAMENTS—H.M.LS. “ DREADNOUGHT.”-—Questions, Mr. Harmsworth 
and Mr. Paulton ee ene ee Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster a ; ‘ ree we ea =F 


Roya NAvy—TvrBINE ENGINES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster one eas ye we mm 


NavaL WorKs—DesiGNs AND PLANS—SUGGESTED OPEN CoMPETITION.— 
Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the erremeree 
(Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, W oodbridge) det 


NAVAL CONTRACTS--PUBLICATION OF TENDERS.—Question, Mr, Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer,: Mr. Pretyman ... or a we 
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InpIAN Starr Corps.—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex. 
Ealing)... ne we set aes ‘ie ee ia 88 


BAROTZELAND.—Question, Mr. Schwann een N.); Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ... ie ies nm it + es we SD 


CAPE TO AUSTRALIA CABLE CoNTRACT.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon 
(Hythe) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ie me _~ aa in) ee 


SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR.—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for hake. Affairs (Viscount 
Cranborne, Rochester) ie amet : 7 ne a 2 


INcoME Tax STATIstTIcs.—Question, Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirk- 
dale); Answer, The Chancellor of the scsi oh M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.) ... « 90 


TOTTENHAM Mortuary ScANDAL.— Question, Mr. William Redmond 1 (Char, 
E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home a (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croy ‘don) i Bas aye a ‘ : oi cae aes 


THE PENRHYN QuARRY DispUTE.—Question, Mr. William Jones (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ~ os dss a on, 
PROHIBITED PLAYS—‘‘SECRETS OF THE HAREM.”—Question, Mr. John 


Campbell (Armagh, $.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) __... w- 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT — MANNING REGULATIONS.—Question. Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 


Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) = ree ae ar ad a +98 
LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, 

Mr. Gerald Balfour... dus a. es ‘s he ee a +S 
Gas Licut AND Coke CompaNny’s CHARGES.—Question, Mr. Lough 

(Islington, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ae ae hae we «=—«O9 
RAILWAY Race NorTHWARDS.—Question, Mr. Bell ; mn. Mr. Gerald 

Balfour... ve i = ~ ek oF ; ’ 94 
MERCHANT VESSELS’ CARGOES.—Questions, Mr. _ imesh and Mr. 

William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour . eae . 95 


PavuPER CHILDREN—BOARDING-OUT REGULATIONS.—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Walter Long, Bristol, > are _ Pes wi on Sah . «= 9 


EPIDEMIC AMONGST AMERICAN HorsSES—PRECAUTIONS AGAINST IMPORTATION 
INTO GREAT Britarn.—Question, Mr. Hermon-Hodge (Oxfordshire, 
Henley); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture ane 
Hanbury, Preston) ... se 5k er : i we 


CANADIAN CATTLE TRADE.—Question, Sir John li Answer, Mr. Hanbury 97 


TRAVELLING Post OFFICES—COMPENSATION TO INJURED OFFICERS.— 
Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, W orcestershire, > iawn ie de ss 


‘TELEGRAPHS IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... ine vet jit ne iis ss oa 068 


MaILuaic Matt DELAy.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Austen Cham- 
ee ae _ ee nae dite pen ne us, 
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WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY ON BriTIsH STEAMSHIPS.—Questions, Sir John Leng 
and Sir Howard Vincent iain: aiihiatadale Atiswer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain igs ; ioe ice 
Press TELEGRAMS.—Questions, Sir John Leng, Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, 
Brightside), and Sir Howard Vincent; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 99 
Motor Cars As Post OFFICE CONVEYANCES.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain we nes sia wwe ww JB 
VicTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM.—-Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... i a oe | 1G 
SKIGERSTA Pier, LEwis.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Lord Advocate 
; “s wa we’ 32 


(Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

SECONDARY SCHOOLS IN ENGLAND.—Question, Mr. Bartley; Answer, The 
Vice President of the Board of Education — J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity) ws . ae ; . * 

EDUCATION MINUTE OF THE 3RD JULY. i gamers Mr. Whitley als; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst . =e i - ¥s 

IrisH RAILWAY aa RCRLU TERN Mr. Dillon; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ; 

CorK AND Fermoy RAILWAy.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork co., N.); Mr. 


Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; and Mr. 
T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain and the First Lord of the 


Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
LETTERKENNY Rariway.—Question, Dr. er ———- N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ee ee Y tee Xs 
IrntisH Light RAILwAys.—Question, Mr. M‘Fadden Ce a Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain Jat ‘ os 
BeL_FAst ORANGEMEN—CASE OF Mr. TreEW.—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy, 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.), and Mr. Patrick O'Brien ; Answers, The 
Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr, Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... a 
IrtsH EpucaTion BoARD—RESIGNATION OF ARCHBISHOP WALSH.—-Question, 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ee W a Mr. T. W. pains as Mr. 
Wyndham : 


AND THE IrisH EpuUCATION BoARD.— 


DuBLIN BOOKBINDERS’ SOCIETY 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; 
Irish NATIONAL EpucaTion CrrcuLaRs.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ive ait ova sie a ses 
KINDERGARTEN TRAINING FOR IRISH ScHOOL TEACHERS.—-Question, Mr. 
T. W. Russell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a nor es oa 
Ir1sH LAND JuDGE’s CouRT. Sipniaan Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham “~ 0s — ai os ee 
IrtsH LAND CoMMISSIONERS’ REPoRT.—Question, Mr. Ffrench ; Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 
Kine’s Estate, co. WEXFORD.—Question, Mr. Ffrench; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham bis sue a , e - ar 


IrtsH AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS—PRICE RETURNS.—Question, Mr. Cullinan 
(Tipperary, 8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham be a? pies 
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Mr. M‘Hucu, M.P.—Prison PRIVILEGES.—Questions, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Bartley, and Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham Ss 


BELFAST Post OFFICE—FEMALE SUPERVISORS SUSPECTED OF DISHONESTY.— 
Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien and Mr. Tully ee re Answers, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain hn ; : 


NATIONAL HoLIDAYS—DUBLIN TELEGRAPH STAFF GRIEVANCES.—Question, 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Loutu Estate—Baiirr’s PAay.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy; Answer, Sir 
M. Hicks Beach ta ee st eke : = oa 


Irish Quit RENT REDEMPTION MOoONEY.—Question, Mr. Mooney ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ee ch ee mee Ss Ae 


Irish Licuts Boarp-- CaAsE or HENRY WILLIAMS.—Question, Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour i sth vr 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.—Question, Mr. Mooney ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... 


AGRICULTURAL RATING AcT.—Questions, Mr. Lambert, Mr. Coghill (Stoke- 
upon-Trent), and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 7” 


Scottish EstTiMaTes.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Mr. Ritchie Bie 


Finance Bill.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment 
proposed [10th July] on consideration of the Bill, as amended ; and which 
Amendment was—— 


“In page 2, line 40, to leave out Clause 3.”—(Mr. Lea.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words of Clause 3 to the second word 
‘the,’ in line 43, stand part of the Bill.” 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) 

Mr. Charles Wilson (Hull, W.) ... 

Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 

Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.IW.) 

Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W. R., Barnsley) 
Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cockermouth) .. ; 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District). 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W ”) 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 

Sir Christopher Furness (Hartlepool 

Mr. Black (Banffshire) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 154. (Division List No. 323.) 
Mr, Seely (Lincoln) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 44, to leave out the words ‘free on board,’ and 
insert the words ‘at the colliery,’ instead thereof.” 





, Seely,) 
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Question proposed—“ That the words ‘free on board’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 

Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 1, after the last Amendment, to insert the words, 
‘and on any coke the value of which free on board is so proved not to 
exceed eleven shillings per ton.’”—(Mr. John Wilson, Durham, Mid.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 


Amendment proposed—— 


“In page 3, line 4, to leave out the words ‘may if they think fit 
in any case, and insert the word ‘shail,’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. 
M‘Kenna.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Law (Glasgow, Blackfriars) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ive 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street) 


‘Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. M‘Kenna 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found present— 


Mr. M‘Kenna 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 5, to leave out the words ‘before the first day of 
January nineteen hundred and two.’”—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘before the first day of’ stand part 
of the Bill.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Brynmor Jones 
Mr. Joseph Walton 
Sir James Joicey ... 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 


Question. put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 172; Noes, 121. (Division List No, 324.) 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 5, to leave out the word ‘ January,’ and insert the 
word ‘ April,’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 
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Question proposed, ‘That the word January stand part of the Bill.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach nay oe jin ‘es ies sis vo 368 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Sir Christopher Furness iin ibs or si ee il 183 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 8, after the word ‘coal’ to insert the words 
‘ required for consumption and use during the outward and homeward 
voyage.’ ”—(Sir Chistopher Furness.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir M. Hicks Beach vss a Se an gts ee sos ABS 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. Brynmor Jones 184 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 15, to leave out Sub-clause (5) of Clause 3.”—J/. 
Brynmor Jones.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘For the purposes of this Act “ coal” 
includes culm, coke,’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach a ss ae bis ae =e ... 185 


Mr. D. A. Thomas 186 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk: Burghs) a sie rae ... 186 
Mr. David MaclIver (Liverpool, Kirke lale) Aes ox aes eco DOT 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) =e a ive men oo -- 188 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 211; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 325.) 
Mr. Joseph Walton ys ae a or si ids sca MR 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 16, at end, to add, ‘(6) In any case where the 
person paying the duty shall be the tenant of the mines from which 
the coal shall have been produced, subject to the payment of a rent or 
royalty, varying with the selling price of such coal, and the coal shall 
have been sold at a price inclusive of the duty, then the amount of such 
duty so paid shall be deducted in ascertaining the amount of such selling 
price for the purpose of determining the amount of the said rent or 
royalty. ”—Mr. Joseph Malton.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach = tes Kos a mat ve os 1S 
Mr. D. A. Thomas “ , sik aK ins és «+ 192 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) aie aa is oe ooo 193 
Sir James Joicey ; beg sh ab nae a I 
Mr. T, M. Healy (Louth, MN) ie ek ae iis sie — 


Question put, and agreed to, 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) i ise ie a . 104 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 17, to leave out the word ‘tobacco.’”—(Mr. 
183 William Redmond. ) 


Question put, “That the word ‘ tobacco’ stand part of the Bill.” 
183 The House divided :—Ayes, 280 ; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 326). 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange). ... a wits on =I 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 24, after the word ‘one,’ to insert the words 
‘ During the coxtinuance of the said additional duty on tobacco, section 
two of The Finance Act, 1898, shall be read as if thirty-two per centum 


183 were substituted for thirty per centum.”—(Mr. Charles M‘ Arthur.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) _ ia “ ies wai ine, 
Mr. Syndey Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar)... wr 125 o» 196 
[84 Sir M. Hicks Beach re ston oh sbi was es «. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 7, to leave out Clause 6.”—(Mr. O'Mara.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


4 Mr. Flynn Be _ sa whe vs sa ws 299 
eo4 Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 'S) es Sas oe op ee ~ es 200 


86 


37 Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 273 ; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 327.) 
Other Amendments made on Clause 12— 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ... ae wit sis <a 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 6, line 31, after the word ‘ twopence,’ to insert the words — 
‘(2) Any individual who having been assessed or charged to income 
tax or having paid income tax either by deduction or otherwise claims 
and proves in manner prescribed by the Income Tax Acts that his total 
income from all sources, although exceeding two hundred pounds, does not 
exceed eight hundred and seventy-five pounds, shall be entitled to relief 
from income tax equal—(a) if his total income does not exceed five 
hundred pounds, to the amount of income tax upon two hundred pounds ; 
and (b) if his total income exceeds five hundred pounds and does not 
exceed six hundred and twenty-five pounds, to the amount of the income 
tax upon one hundred and eighty pounds ; and (c) if his total income 
exceed six hundred and twenty-five pounds and does not exceed seven 
hundred and fifty pounds, to the amount of the income tax upon one 
hundred and fifty pounds; and (d) if his total income exceeds seven 
hundred and fifty pounds and does not exceed eight hundred and 
seventy-five pounds, to the amount of income tax upon eighty-seven 
pounds ; and such relief shall be given either by reduction of the assess- 
ment or by repayment of the excess which has been paid, or by both of 
those means, as the case may require.’ ”—(Mr. Channing.) 


we th Ww 


Question proposed, “'That those words be there inserted.” 
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July 11.] Page July 
Sir M. Hicks Beach aes _— “ es ts aes ... 206 Derl 
Mr. Sydney Buxton eae seis vis ee _ ia ... 207 
Mr. Flynn _ = _— i = vane be » ws 
Question put. Dub 
The House divided : Ayes, 90 ; Noes, 184. (Division List No. 328.) 
... Mr. 0 Mara 7 ols — ie ins te shes ice 


Amendment proposed— 





an 
“In page 7, line 24, to leave out Clause 14.” (Mr. 0’ Mara.) L 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part B 
of the Bill.” ur 
Sir M. Hicks Beach it me ile i si ss oo. SE8 Shi] 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 68. (Division List No. 329.) Sou 
Mr. M‘Kenna ... ee ae se ee $% a ... 215 
Lon 


Amendment proposed 
“Tn page 10, line 16, to add the words,‘6. In the event of coal 
duty being paid by a colliery proprietor upon coal sold by him free 
on board toa purchaser in pursuance of a contract made before the 
nineteenth day of April, nineteen hundred and one, the seller may, in 
the absence of agreement to the contrary, recover as an addition to 
the contract price of the coal a sum equal to the amount of ducy so Cit; 
paid, unless the purchaser shows that the coal has been applied for the 
purpose of fulfilling a contract made by him before the nineteenth 
day of April, nineteen hundred and one, for the sale of the coal at a Tot 
specified price.’”—Mr. M‘Kenna. 





Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Brynmor Jones _ Sie pea Rye ae ae ces. “BES Air 
Sir M. Hicks Beach bes aoe = rae — sii vce 2S 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next. Str 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after One ‘of the clock. 


Sw 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 12TH JULY, 1901. 
Took THE OATH.—The Viscount Cromer took the Oath no ah sag aie: 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with :—Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and 
Waterford Extension), 

And tke Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
lowing Bill have not been complied with :—Derby Corporation. Gl. 


The same ordered to lie on the Table 
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Derby Corporation Bill —Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Friday 
next oe sink 


Dubin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill ; Bradford Corporation Bill ; Metropoli- 
tan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) Bill; North British Railway 
Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill.—Reporte1 from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments sisi se wise seh be 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) 
Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported, with Amendments 


Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill.—Reported with Amendments 





Shipley Improvement Bill.—Report of His Majesty’s Attorney General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table... ae a ee fe 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—Reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments ... a a eae re ile an niet she 
London United Tramways Bill.—Moved, That the Order made on the 
21st day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday, the 27th day of 
dune next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 24; agreed 


to ; Bill read 2% accordingly and committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection 


City and Brixton Railway Bill [H.L.].—Read 34, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons soe os a, en ae ee aay a ee 


Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill ; Yorkshire Electric 
Power Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill_—Read 3¢ with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons... 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill [H.1.]; South Western and Isle of 
Wight Junction Railway Bill |H.L.|—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to... 


Stroud Gas Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to sain ine re ‘et sei Sai ee al st 


Swansea Harbour Bill; Rhyl Improvement Bill; Paisley Police and Public 
Health Bill; Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and 
Electricity Board Bill; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland 
Junction, East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill; Metropolitan 
District Railway Bill ;: Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill ; 
London United Tramways Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the: consideration of the said Bills, viz—E. Munster, L. 
Saltoun, L. Ribblesdale (chairman), L. Headley, L. Tredegar ; agreed to ; 
and the said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General) Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill [.L.].—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
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Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General), was presented by the Lord 
Balfour ; read 1%; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to have been read 
2¢, and reported from the Committee. (No. 163)... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 5 (1901).—Convention between the United Kingdom 
and the United States of America for the mutual extradition of fugitive 
criminals, signed at Waskingten, 13th December, 1900 ) (ratifieations 
exchanged at Washington, 2 ond April, 1901) 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT Messrs. KyNocu’s celia. WoRSBOROUGH 
DALE, NEAR BARNSLEY).—Report to the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion which occurred in 
the cartridge press house at the factory of Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at 
Worsborough Dale, near Barnsley. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PoLLING Districts (COUNTY oF SuRREY).—Order made by the county 
council for the county of Surrey, altering the parliamentary polling place 
for Nutfield polling district. Laid before the House _susuass to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table ie en iy ate es 





Plumbers Registration Bill [1.L.].—A Bill for the registration of plumbers. 
Was presented by the Lord Glenesk ; read 14; to be asin and to be 
read 24 on Thursday next. (No. 161. ) - i 


Marine Insurance Bill [H.L.].—A Bill for codifying the law sili to 
marine insurance. Was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; read 1¢ ; and 
to be printed. (No. 162.) 


TRIAL OF EARL RussELL.—Witnesses ordered to attend and to produce 
documents hes shy i 
NAVAL RESERVE ESTABLISHMENT— 
Lord Brassey . aor rik ae Se 
The Secretary to the “Admiralty (The Earl of Dudley) 
Viscount Goschen 


The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Eurl of Sellor ne) 

TRIAL OF EarRL RussELL— 
The Chairman of Committees sued ete scared 
Earl € ‘arrington 

ForREIGN OFFICE—OFFICIALS IN THE Far East DEPARTMENT— 
Viscount Templetown a me ide 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Afr (The Marquess of 

Lansdowne) seth ‘is 

Earl Spencer 


SouTtH AFRICAN WAR—NUMBER OF BoEeR ForRCES BEFORE THE WAR— 


Earl Beauchamp ... 
The Under Secretary of State sigaabe India (The Earl tof Hurdw iwicke) 
Earl Spencer ee ee 


House ‘iia at twenty-five minutes past Six of the clock, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 12TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Chesterfield Improvement Bill [Lords]; Lonpon, BricuTon, AND SOUTH 
Coast RatLbway BILL ‘suena —As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . a. an cs mas ie Ss 


Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, Etc.) Bill ia (By 
ORDER).—Read a second time, and committed __... Sie 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes) Bill 
[Lords]; TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) BILL | es a 
Read a second time, and committed .. ee Ae Fe ae 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... is - 


Shields Bridge Bill [Lords]. — = not ~— ed] 3 — to 
lie upon the Table _.. : 


PRIVATE BiLts (GRouP O).—Sir Robert Gunter noi from the Committee 
on Group O of Private Bills; That, there being no business ready for 
their consideration, the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table... 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords].— 
Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee on the Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords]; That, on account of 
public engagements of Members of the Committee, they had adjourned 
until Tuesday next, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table... 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 


That they have agreed to, Aldershot Gas and Water Bill, with Amend- 
ments, 


That they have agreed to, Amendments to King’s Norton and Northfield 
Urban District Tramways Bill [Lords], without amendment 


PETITIONS. 
ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION BiLL.—Petition from Stretford, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 
EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Nor- 
wich ; Llangollen ; and Keighley ; to lie upon the Table ... ee 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY Brt.—Petition from Seaton, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; ‘ 
SALE OF [INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Froding- 
ham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a re : = 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from Edinburgh, against ; 
to lie upon the Table .. oo ie - 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CLERGY (West INpIEs).—Copy presented, of Return of the Amount payable 
on 5th January, 1901, out of the Consolidated Fund for Ecclesiastical 
purposes in the West Indies [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANks.—Accounts presented, of all deposits received 
and paid during the year ended 31st December, 1900, and of the Sum 
received and paid by the National Debt Commissioners on account of the 
Fund for the Post Office Savings Banks in the same year by sd to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 262.] . . oie 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL.—-Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 11th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour], to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 263.] dies ik i Vs ses 


EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION AT Messrs. Kynocn’s Factory, WorsporoueH 
DALE, NEAR BARNSLEY).—Copy presented, of report by Captain J. H. 
Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department on the circumstances attending an 
explosion which occurred in the cartridge press house at the factory of 
Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at Worsborough Dale, near Barnsley, on the 
25th May, 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 1879 AND 1884.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 9th July ; Mr. Jesse Collings] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 264.] an si — rt bas an 


Pottinc Districts (SURREY).—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Surrey altering the Parliamentary agi Place for 
Nutfield Polling District [by Act]; to lie upon the Table.. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 5, 1901).—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and the United States of America for the Mutual Extra- 
dition of Fugitive Criminals. Signed at Washington, 13th December, 
1900. Ratifications exchanged at Washington, 22nd April, 1901 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table A ae is as Sas 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse,—Caledonian 
Canal.—Copy of Ninety-sixth Report of the Commissioners [by Act]; to 
be printed. [No. 265.] a aus as fe ves 


Reticious INstructors.—Return ordered, “showing, with respect to each 
Poor Law Union in the Metropolis, whether there is a paid Religious 
Instructor (Roman Catholic or Nonconformist) for the inmates of the 
workhouse or workhouse infirmary, and what is the amount of the salary 
payable to each Instructor.”—Mr. Talbot 


QUESTIONS. 

SoutH AFRICAN WAR—BoER PRISONERS IN CEYLON.—Question, Mr. O’Shee 
(Waterford, W.); Answer, The Financial tii to the War Office 
(Lord Stanley, Lancashire, W esthoughton)... ssi 

VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT.—Questions, Mr. Dillon ii, EB); Answers, 
Lord Staniey sd is ie me can ea 


ProposeD REVIEW OF RETURNED VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


LonpON AND NorTH-WESTERN RaiLway Company — DisMIssAL OF 
EMPLOYEES.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; ——— The Under Secretary 
of State for the Home dig neaeed (Mr Jesse Collings, Birmingham, 

Bordesley) ef sits 
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Finance Bill.—As amended, on consideration, to be printed. 
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WILLESDEN Goops YARD—FATALITIES.—Question, Mr. Bell; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


CHELSEA Evectriciry Suppty CompANy.—Question, Mr. Stuart-Wortley 
(Sheffield, Hallam) ; Answer, Mr, Gerald Balfour .. 4 ak na 


LEYTONSTONE Poor LAw ScHoors.—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board rp Walter Long, 
Bristol, ’S.) oe ee 


WAKEFIELD INFECTIOUS DISEASES HospPITAL.—Question, Mr. Brigg _— 
shire, W.R., Keighley) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long en 


THE WHARTON CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Peielen): 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education ia J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University) : si ‘ 


NortH SLiGo FIsHERIES.—Question, Mr. William “Millop (Stizo, i: 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


KerRY RAILWAY AND HArBouR GUARANTEES.—Questions, Mr. Thomas 
O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answers, Mr, Wyndham... ; say sia 


RoyaL Irish ConstaBuLaRY Horses.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a a fas bi 


Loans TO Irish TENANT FARMERS.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wex- 
ford, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... > bed ws ire nia 


MILLSTREET (Cork) LABoureErs’ CorraGes INQuIRY.—Question, Mr. Sheehan 
(Cork County, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie ve Sad 


S~ico County Court APPEALS.—Question, Mr. William M‘Killop ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 36 


TRIAL OF Mr. Watsu, J.P.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... 
WATERFORD AssiZES.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Wexrorp County SurvEYoR.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... te whe pl sda wee 


Irish GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, the Vice- 
President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, "Cambridge University) 


COMMISSIONER OF IRISH LiGHTs—DiIsmMISSAL OF CAPTAIN M‘CoMBIE.— 
Question, Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., S.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


ARSENIC IN Brer.— Question, Mr. Purvis (Peterborough); Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) . 


LocaL GOVERNMENT BoaRD VoTE.—Question, Mr. Flower ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... ; ns ies “ san pu - i ki 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee: That they had added to the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the a Fifteen Members in 
respect of the Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill:—Mr. Archdale, 
Mr. Black, Mr. Lecky, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Mooney, Mr. William Moore, 
Mr. Morris, Mr. O’Dowd, Mr. O’Kelly, Mr. Price, Mr. William Redmond, 
Mr. T. W. Russell, Colonel Saunderson, Mr. iain and Mr. Wyndham. 
Report to lie upon the Table 





[Bill 262.] 
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SUPPLY [15TH ALLottep Day].—Considered in Committee. 
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(In the Committee.) 
CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 1901-2. 
Class IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£705,771 (including a supplementary sum of £5,000), be granted to 
His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in the course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Expenses of the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland, including a Grant in Aid of the 
Teachers’ Pension Fund, Ireland.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) = 


Motion made, and Question put, “That Item A (Salaries and Wages) be 
reduced by £1,000.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... 
Mr. Thomas 0 Donnell (Kerry, W.) 
Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ne 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) 
Mr. Hemphill, Tyrone, N.) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) ... 
Mr. Boiand (Kerry, 8.) ... 
Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) 
Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.)... 
Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, N.) - " 
Mr. O Malley (Galway, Connemara) S 2 See 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) : eas ve ie oa 


Question put— 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 87 ; Noes, 178. (Division List No. 330). 
Original Question again proposed 





And, objection being taken to further proceeding, the Chairman pro- 
ceeded to interrupt the Business— 


Whereupon Mr. Wyndham rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 175 ; Noes, 81. (Division List No. 331.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 75. (Division List No. 332.) 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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the Government Laboratory . 


‘CONGESTED District BoaRD pean) —— of the Board, for the year 
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counted, and forty Members being found present— 
a Mr, Broadhurst... : sis sisi Aisi ot x a 
450 Mr, Plummer tMeimiiiblisin on- -Tyne) oul ne - sas oo. 000 
Mr, Charles Morley (Brecknock) ... ‘ ‘ee wae ee “BOB, 
45] Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E. oe ee an Ms ote .. 505 
Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) _— si Bis vas ..- 506 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) sad st ves a oo OOS 
451 - Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley)... was bas Ske we 008 
Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, WR, ee tes wi nd we OFT 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich)... ; TT aes rr se OLS 
459 Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, IV.) vies zien ae: » 515 
6: Mr, Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, ‘Rughy)... ai ae ei vo 
It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his report to the 
House. 
152 Committee report Progress ; to sit again on Monday next 


CouRSE OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour i es be = aS a .- 529 
452 - Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman ts = ea see ss ce. ae 
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SUPPLY [Jvuty 121H].—Resolution reported. 
CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1901-2 
Class IV. 


‘That a sum, not exceeding £705,771 (including a supplementary sum 
of £5 ,000), be granted | to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Expenses of 
the Commissioners of National Education in Treland, including a 
Grant in Aid of the Teachers’ Pension Fund, Ireland.” 


Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£705,771,’ and insert ‘ £705,671’ instead thereof.” 
—(Mr.T. W. Russell.) 


Question proposed, “That ‘£705,771 ’ stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.) 

Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ... 

Mr. Dilion (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) «.. 

Mr. John Redmond (Wh ‘aterford) aa 
The Chief Secretary Vir Ireland ( Mr. W “yndham, Dover) 
Mr, Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ‘ 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :— Ayes, 145; Noes, 65. (Division List No. 333.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That, ‘£705,771’ stand part of the Reso- 
lution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 140; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 334.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour now claimed, “ That the Main Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly, “That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


The House Divided :—Ayes, 116; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 335.) 


Congested Districts Board weaned Bill. Read a second time and 
committed for this day 


Adjourned at a quarter before Two of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 16TH JULY, 1901. 


TooK THE OAtH.—The Lord Chesham took the Oath ... 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Watford and District Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Wells Corporation Water 
Bill ; London, ame and Southend Railway 1 Bill. ee with 
Amendments ... 
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Torrington and pvth the. Am Railway Bill; North British Railway 
Bill; Read 34, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons - hide bin a 


London United Tramways Bill.—Standing Order No. 93, considered 
(according to Order), and dispensed with, with respect to a petition of 
the Surbiton Urban District Council ; leave given to present the said 
petition ; er wai x? oéa “ 


Handsworth Urban District Council Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the 
Commons agreed —_ with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 


Sheffleld Corporation Bill a L - —Returned from the Commons agreed - 
with Amendments sie se ; 


Bexley Tramways Bill; Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power 
Bill; Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) Bill; Great Central Railway 
Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill.—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Naval Works (Provisional Order) Bill.—House in Committee (according 
to Order); Bill reported without amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 34 on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—Read 34 
(according to Order), and passed... a oi ee. “se ode 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. —Amendments 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SEWAGE DisposAL—RoyAL Commission.—Interim Report of the Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire and report what methods of treating 
and disposing of sewage may properly be —"s with minutes of 
evidence, index, and appendices se : ies 


LanD LAw (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction notices)—Return of the number 
of eviction notices filed during the quarter ended 30th June, 1901 


IMPERIAL INsTITUTE—INDIAN SECTION,—Annual Report for the year 
1900-1901. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... 


Bettinc.—The evidence taken before the Select Committee from time to time 
to be printed, but no copies to be delivered, except to members of the 
Committee, until further order ae - 


SELECT CoMMITTEES.—Ordered that all Select Committees do adjourn over 
Thursday and Friday next . 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPENSION Brit [H.L.].—Reported from the 
Standing Committee with a further Amendment; the Report of the 
Amendments made in Committee of the Whole House and by the 
Standing Committee to be received on Monday next; and Bill to be 
printed as amended. (No. 164.) ” ic 


Day INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BILL [H.L. |— House in Committee (accord- 
ing to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; and re-committed tc 
the Standing Committee 
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New Pvusiic BuILpDINGS IN WHITEHALL AND PARLIAMENT STREET-—PRO- 


POSED MODELS. 
The Earl of Wemyss 


Moved to resolve, That in the opinion of this House it is desirable that 


models of the proposed public buildings at Whitehall and Parliament 
Street should be made. and publicly exhibited as recommended by 
Professor Aitchisen, late President of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects, and by the present President and Council of the said 
Institute-—(The Lord Wemyss) (2. Wemyss). 


The Earl of Pembroke 

Lord Tweedmouth 

Lord Stunmore sae a am ie wie sea 
The Secretary 0} f State for Foreign A ffnirs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
The Earl of Wemyss ms ie ai sid mn $66 ar 


On Question, their Lordships divided. Contents, 41 ; Non-Contents, 20. 
Broad SANCTUARY, WESTMINSTER—OPENING OF ENCLOSURE TO THE PUBLIC. 


The Earl of Meath 
The Earl of Pembroke 


House adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 16TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Bury Corporation Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Bideford and {Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) Bill hacen s].—Read 


the third time and passed, without amendment 


Chesterfield Improvement Bill emai —Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments ae Aa sia an ve 


London, Brighton and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords].—King’s 


consent signified ; read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill pn [NOT AMENDED ].—Con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill mt om (By ORDER.) 
—Read a second time, and committed as =a 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed... is : 


Albion Steam Coal Company Bill [1 i li slate with an Amend- 
ment, Report to lie upon the Table.. si ie ses 4a ste 


Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords].—Reported, with an Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed wes ; as 


oo 
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Elland Gas Bill a ;].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table - sig 7 Aue Be sa she aXe are 


Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
without amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Leeds Churches Bill [Lords]. habia with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table ‘i se es 


South Essex Water Bill |Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed mia ‘a ne wae 


STANDING ORDERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee, ‘“‘That, in the 
case of the Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill, no Standing 
Orders not previously inquired into are applicable ” ¥ sae 


Resolution agreed to, 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill :— 
Report [this day] from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill ordered to be considered, as amended to-morrow.—(J/r. Grant 
Lawson.) 
MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :—- 
That they have agreed to Barry Railway Bill without amendment. 
That they have agreed to Swanage Gas and Water Bill; Bingley Urban 
District Council Bill; Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric 
Power Bill ; Great Western Railway Bill ; Kingston-upon-Hull Cor- 
poration Bill; Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill; Eccles 
Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords], without amendment 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI, Erc., Works ReGuLatTion BiLi.—Petition from Liverpool, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ae ss 


Epucation (No. 2) Brii.——Petition from Sheffield, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY Briu.—Five Petitions from Brad- 
ford (Yorks.), in favour ; to lie upon the Table 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LigUORS TO CHILDREN BiLu.—Petitions in favour, 
from Westminster ; Bredhurst ; Englefield Green (three) ; Colchester ; 
Bradford (four) ; and Hebden Bridge ; to lie upon the Table 

SOVEREIGN’s OATH ON ACCESSION BriL_i.—Petitions against, from Stirling ; 
Netheravon ; and Clifton ; to lie upon the Table 

VACCINATION PRosECUTIONS Bitit.—Petitions in favour, from Trowbridge ; 
and Melksham ; to lie upon the Table 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL.—Petition of Royal, Parliamentary, and Police 
Burghs of Scotland for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 
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TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction Norices).—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 30th June, 
1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table int xs . ve 


BoarD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT) (CHANGES IN WAGES, ETC.).— 
Copy presented, of Report and Statistical Tables relating to changes in 
rates of wages and hours of labour in the United Kingdom, 1900 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table : ie 


STRIKES AND LOcK-oUTS.—Copy presented, of Report by the Chief Labour 
Correspondent on the Strikes and Lock-outs of 1900, with Statistical 
Tables [by Command]; to lie upon the Table we 


SEWAGE DILPosaL (ROYAL ComMission).—Copy presented, of Interim Report 
of the Commissioners appointed to inquire and report what methods of 
Treating and Disposing of Sewage may properly be a lopted, with volume 
of Minutes of Ev idence, Index, and — thy Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ee vi ; és Sa is 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WArR—THE SovutH AFricA CONSTABULARY—Question, Sir 
John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Lorp KircHeNer’s DEMAND YOR REINFORCEMENTS OF MounTED TRooPs.— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The Secret —* of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, “Guildford) . 


MILITIA IN SouTH Arrica.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ie sa an me ve a ion dels 


VLAKFONTEIN—ALLEGED OUTRAGE OF RULES OF WAR_ BY i SERGEANT 
FisHER.—Questions, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick Kis We she _ iss 


ConDUCT OF THE WAR—NEwspaPER RuMmours.—Question, Mr. Winston 
Churchill (Oldham) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ; ai 


DENTAL ATTENDANCE FOR SOLDIERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE.—Question, Colonel 
Brookfield (Sussex, Rye); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Spion Kop—Graves oF British SOLDIERS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office _— inna Lanca- 
shire, W esthoughton) .. - as +6 = ; - 


WARRANT OFFICERS—Goop Conpuct MEDALS.—Question, General Laurie 
(Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... ~ oe 


MALTA—RESERVE Stocks IN GOVERNMENT GRANARIES.—Question, Mr. 
Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—AUXILIARIES.—Question, Mr. Allen ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—MAIL DE ays. aaa Mr. Harmsworth (Caith- 
ness) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster . ” ios aie née 


INDIAN FRONTIER TROUBLE—ATTACKS ON JANDOLA Post.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) . ¥ ani 
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RAILWAYS IN BomBay PRESIDENCY.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


Roya Visit TO New ZEALAND—TABLE OF PRECEDENCE.—Question, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


British NortH BorNneo.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs eo 
Cranborne, Rochester) ee a oe Sok ban i al 


CIGARETTE FRAUDS.—Question, Mr. Guthrie (Tower Hamlets, Bow) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade — Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


BRITISH FISHERIES—SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


ADVANCES FoR Lint RAILWwAyYs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour a “aa 


Wick AND Lypster LicuT RarWway. earns Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour a avi 5 iat “: 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY — ENGINE EXPLOSION AT KNOT- 
TINGLEY.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
LENGTH OF Goops TRAINS.—Question, Mr. Bell; Answer, Mr. Gerald 

Balfour : sed sah eS ics ies ane bd 


MERCANTILE MARINE—MorsE SystEM OF NIGHT SIGNALLING. —_— 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour is 


CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) wan — we 


ANNAT (ROSS-SHIRE) FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Weir; Mr. A. Graham 
Murray sss sie ae ae te ae So oe oes 


REGISTRATION OF DEATHS IN SCOTTISH WORKHOUSES.—Question, Mr. 
Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross); Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray sit ai sa ae oa as esa ati 


SALES OF CHARITY PROPERTY.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, The ee Commissioner (Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen, Kent, Tunbridge)... re as an 





PENRHYN QUARRY TRIAL.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, = Answer, The 
Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .. ‘ 


EXCHEQUER GRANTS TO EVENING SCHOOLS.—Question, Dr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) “an 


EVENING ScHooL CopE.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara and Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) ; Answers, Sir John Gorst ox a = _ sea 


EVENING ScHoOoL YEAR.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst... 


SCHOOLMASTERS AS RATE COLLECTORS.—Question, Mr. Soames erie S. ds 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst . shes _— — ba ee : 


REGISTRATION OF EVENING SCHOOLS.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, 
Sir J. Gorst ... aes one st = ane ne ax aes 
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TRIAL OF EARL RussELL.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, The 
First Commissioner of works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s), 
Sir Robert Finlay, and the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) . . 


PLANS OF THE Houses OF PARLIAMENT.—Question, Mr. Soames ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers Douglas : Sos , 


REGISTERED TELEGRAPH ADDRESSES—SELL’s List.—Question, Sir J. Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


MALLAIG MAILs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Irish GOLD ORNAMENTS.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 
and Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answers, The Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ; 


KKILCLOONEY EstaTe.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham he ous 


TRIAL OF Mr. WaAtsu, J.P.—Questions, Mr. O’Shea (Waterford, W.), and 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, The Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) and Mr. Wyndham 


ENNISWORTHY Post Orrice.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... 


SCOTTISH SUPPLY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


INDIAN BUDGET.—Questions, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis); Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey), Mr. 
Caine (Cornwall, Camborne), and Mr. Soames; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour a 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, Education (Scotland) 
Bill, with. Amendments 


NEW BILIS. 


LONDON ScHOOL Board ELEcTions.—Bill to alter the Divisions of London 
for the Election of the School Board, ordered to be brought in by Dr. 
Maenamara, Mr. Charrington, Sir George Fardell, Major Evans-Gordon, 
Mr. Kimber, Mr. Lough, Sir John Blundell Maple, Captain Norton, Mr. 
Remnant, Mr. Herbert Robertson, Sir Albert Rollit, and Mr. Tritton. 


London School Board Elections Bill—‘To alter the Divisions of 
London for the Election of the School Board,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 266.] 


Contagious AND INFECTIOUS DisEASES (ANIMALS).—Bill to amend the Law 
relating to the notification of Contagious and Infectious Diseases of 
Animals and the compensation, of owners, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Louis Sinclair, Colonel Nolan, Mr. David Morgan, Mr. Brynmor 
Jones, Mr. Tully, Mr. Catheart Wason, and Colonel Tufnell. 


Contagious and Infectious Diseases (Animals) Bill.—‘‘‘To amend the 
Law relating to the notification of Contagious and _ Infectious Diseases of 
Animals and the compensation of owners,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 


NT A Sots. olen, hceha Mabie” bee. 





Page July 
SUE 


594 


594 


594 


595 


599 


599 


600 


601 


601 


601 





Page 


594 


594 


594 


599 


599 


600 


601 


601 


601 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 16.] Page 


SUPPLY [16TH ALLoTtrED Day].—Considered in Committee. 










































(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
Civit SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Class II. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£130,269, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government Board.” 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) sie - re an sé OZ 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) bs eae wal ese sass sax (605 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ve _ dels set «-« 609 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... hs st wise ans a Ce 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Vote be reduced by 
£100.” —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Mr. Bartley (Islington, NV.) es aais ce meas sa cen “GS 
Ar. Harwood ( Bolton) eae ste ice ats soe, od 
Sir Michael Foster (London U niversily) re re ar so<8 (OZ 
Mr. Duke (Plymouth) PR : — a3 ale ied a+. ‘695 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... uae weld aus £e3 ... 628 
Mr. Hay (Shoreditch, Horton) — ... = een pits aa cea (O28 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston)... ss ate Ja, ... 630 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich)... he eis a wwe OSS 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Talter Long, 
Bristol, S.) ... wie ade Ae << O20 
Sir I} "liam eee ( Monmouthshire, WwW. y eis ae bie cic. ‘COE 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Corrie Grant ... is vid sie — — Sie .. 652 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Vote be reduced by 
£100.”—(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £130,169, be granted 
for the said service.” 


Mr. Corrie Grant . ies a ae sais sa. 653 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E aN ee = - at s» 653 
Col. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) ... , ste iid Sale w. O54 
Mr, J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Vi Palen) ae te see ... 654 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ‘ - sai 80 ou .. =©656 
Dr. Shipman (Northampton) lea nee ve +e ast .. 656 
Mr. Walter Long .. ie eke wee ae ss. (657 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E. DP. ade ny ats a ... 658 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93; Noes, 171. (Division List No. 336.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... bs sis os nat ond ... 661 
Mr. Caldwell on Mii.) i kd iis as 1. 662 
Mr. Tully... Se — a = ie se x0 (602 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 77. (Division List No. 337.) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£26,094, be granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
eituses of the Board of Agriculture, and to pay certain Grants-in- 
Aid.” 


Mr, Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ... 



































Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100, in respect of the Salary of the President of the Board of 
Agriculture.’ ’—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) 
Mr. Lloyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
Mr. Channing... 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersets hire, E. i me 
Captain Sinclair (Forfurshire) ... 5 
Mr. Tollemache (Cheshire, Eddesbury) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, Pes 
Mr, Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N.)... 
Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) . 
Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster) 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ... 
The President of the Board of Agric ulture (Mr. Hanbury Y, » Preston 
Mr. Norval IV, Hekme (Lancashire, Lancaster). ; aa 
Mr. Munro Ferquson (Leith Burghs) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 83 ; Noes, 208. (Division List No. 338.) 
Original Question again proposed— 


Objection being taken to further Proceedings, the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported ; Committee also report Progress; to sit again 
to-morrow. 


Naval Works (CoNsoLiIpDATED FUuND).—Committee to consider of making 
further provision for the Construction of Works in the United Kingdom 
and elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and of authorising 
the payment, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such Sums as may be 
necessary for those purposes (King’s Recommendation signified), this 
day.—(Sir William Walrond.) ‘ 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, lity JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
CoMMITTEES ON UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILLS,—Ordered, that the Chairman of 
Ways and Means be discharged from attendance on the Committees on 
Unopposed Bills on Thursday and Friday, and that Mr. Heywood 


Johnstone be appointed Chairman of the Committee on Thursday, and Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse on Friday.—(M/r. Caldwell) 


Aldershot Gas and ee Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to 
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Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time : Mee sae 


Chester Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time oe ne 


Harpenden — _— Bill es —As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . ’ : 4a 


Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time ze a ene ee 


St. Bartholomew’s Hospital _ ake —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ss “sh ne aa ve 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI, Erc., WorkKS REGULATION BiLL.—Petition from Withington in favour ; 
’ fo) 


to lie upon the Table 


Boarp oF EpucATION.—Petition of Thomas Allen, for withdrawal of Draft 
Order in Council, No. 216; to lie upon the Table ... 


Tue Epucation (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BiLL,—Petition from Reading, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table wa ~ ads - vee 


SALE or INTOXICATING Liquors To CHILDREN BrLi.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Worksop ; and Nottingham ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petitions against ; from Harwich ; 
and Yarmouth ; to lie upon the Table aK wil xs one ove 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY LAws) (IREL — —Return saeatien 15th July] 
to be printed. [No. 266.] vs * xa ‘ve visi 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE (INDIAN SECTION).—Copy sisi of Annual Report 
of the Imperial Institute (Indian Section) for the year 1900-1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ss si aa ane ee 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES.—Accounts presented, showing 
the Interest accrued in respect of the Securities standing in the names of 
the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt to the credit 
of the Post Office Savings Banks Fund for the year ended 31st December, 
1900, and of the Fund for the Banks for Savings and the Fund for 
Friendly Societies for the year ended 20th November, 1900 oly — to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 267.] 


Irish LAND Commisston.— Copy presented, of Report of the Commissioners 
for the period from 1st as 1900, to 3lst March, 1901 by ee 
to lie upon the Table .. 5 ae 


SouTH AFRICA inanaibadainit lta. ithags ssaaaaias of Return of 
numbers of persons in the Concentration Camps in South Africa, June, 
1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ne one ove eee 





Finance Bill.—Order for Third Reading Read. 


A verbal amendment made (inserting the word “ as ”) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, IV.) : 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies - Mr. J. Chamber lain, Birmingham, 
WV.) : ; 

Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs :) 

Mr.. hartley (Islington, N.) : 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ... . 

Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Burghs ‘).. 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) : 

The Chancellor of the EB wchequer (Sir JM. Meeks Deiik: Bristol, W. ’) 

Mr. William Redmond (( ‘lare, E.) 3 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 291 ; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 339.) 


sill read the third time, and passed. 


Stockport Corporation Water Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed an nas 


Christ’s Hospital (London) Bill siti s]. —e with Amendments ; 
report to lie upon the Table ... j 


NEW BILL. 


PEERS (ABOLITION OF PRIVILEGE).—Bill to provide for the abolition of the 
Privilege of Peerage in trials for treason or felony, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. MacNeill, Mr. John peepee Mr. Dillon, Mr. anes Mr. 
Caine, Mr. Power, and Mr. Leamy : ae v8 


Peers (Abolition of Privilege) Bill.—‘ To provide for the abolition of the 
Privilege of Peerage in trials for treason or felony,” presented according, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 268.] ... 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 18TH JULY, 1901. 


TriAL OF EArt RussELL :— 

Garter King of Arms by his Deputy, Norroy King of Arms, permitted 
to come to the Table. 

House called over. 

House adjourned to the Royal Gallery. Commission appointing a Lord 
High Steward read. Writ of Certiorari, Return, and Indictment 
read. 

Ear! Russell brought to the Bar and arraigned on the Indictment. Objec- 
tion taken by counsel for Earl Russell to the said Indictment : 

“* objection ov ‘erruled. Then, in answer to the arraignment, the said 
Earl pleads “ guilty ” to the felony whereof he stands indicted. 

Counsel heard in mitigation of the sentence. 

The said Ear] is also heard. 

House adjourned to the Chamber of Parliament. 
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Then the Bishops deliver a protestation and desire leave to be absent when 


judgment is given upon Earl Russell ; upon which leave is given. 
Sentence considered. 
House resumed in the Royal Gallery. 


Earl Russell brought to the Bar and informed by the Lord High Steward 
that the sentence of the House, unanimously agreed to, was that he 
be imprisoned for three calendar months in His Majesty’s Prison at 
Holloway as an offender of the First Division. 


Ordered That John Francis Stanley Earl Russell, who at the Bar of this 
House has pleaded guilty to the charge of felony bigamy, be 
imprisoned in His Majesty’s Prison at Holloway, in the county of 
London, for the space of three calendar months, and that he be treated 
as an offender of the First Division. 


The Commission was then dissolved. 
House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


Ordered that the <i on the trial of Earl Russell be apa 
(No. 165.) ‘ ine pa es Ge “ ar 


EarL OF Lertrim.—Petition of Charles Earl of Leitrim, in the Peerage of 
Ireland, and Baron Clements of Kilmacrenan, in the Peerage of the 
United Kingdom, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland ; read, referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the House 


EARL oF CAvAN.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right of 
Frederic Rudolph Lambart, Earl of Cavan, to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 
of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


OrFiceE oF LorD GREAT CHAMBERLAIN.—Petition of Gilbert Henry 
Heathcote-Drummond-Willoughby, Earl of Ancaster, Baron Willoughby 
de Eresby, to His Majesty, praying His Majesty that it might be declared 
that he and his heirs are entitled to the office and dignity ‘of Lord Great 
Chamberlain of England, and that if, contrary to his contention, it should 
appear that the said office and dignity are in abeyance between the co- 
heirs of Peregrine and Robert, Dukes of Ancaster and Kesteven, 
Barons Willoughby de Eresby, to determine such abeyance in favour of 
the Petitioner; and further that, if His Majesty should be pleased, 
pendente lite, to appoint a deputy to execute the said office, and that 
such appointment may be made subject to the Petitioner’s right, if any 
should appear to exist. Presented (by Command) ; read, and referred to 
the Committee for Privileges to consider and report 


Took THE OATH.—The Lord Dunalley took the Oath ... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Golborne Gas Bill.— Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 
Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Elec- 


tricity Board Bill. llinieniiai from the Select Committee with 
Amendments . wits sp tis a is 


Sheffield ee ® Bill (14 —Commons Amendments considered 
and agree - ; it ee = “ia 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill.—Moved, That the Order 
made on the 21st day of March last, ‘That no Private Bill brought from 
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the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday, 27th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2¢ ; 
agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly and committed ; the Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection ate 





Blackpool Improvement Bill ; Metropolitan Railway Bill ; Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) Bill ; Burton-wpon- 
Trent Corporation Bill ; Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of 
Acts) Bill.—Read 34, with the Amendments, and a and returned to 
the Commons ... 


Bideford and Clovelly Railway (Abandonment) Bill ( }Retneed 


from the Commons agreed to 


Chesterfield Improvement Bill [1.L.].; London, laid and South Coast 
Railway Bill [H.L.|.—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Aldershot Gas and Water Bill; Bury Corporation Bill Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to ae io a 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway Bill. 
—Report from the Committee of Selection, that the Lord de Saumarez be 
proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bill in the place of the Lord de Mauley ; read and agreed to 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.- 
Moved, That the order made on the 21st March last, “That no Provi- 
sional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall 
be read a second time after the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2%; agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accor- 
dingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow 


Naval Works imme ne) Bill. —Read 34 pans to Order), and 
passed... : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Read 3¢ (according 
to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order ne Bill [1.L.]; Edin- 
burgh and District Water Order Confirmation Bill [H.1. — ad 34 
(according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons big 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 7) Bill.—-Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1“; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 
167.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Arrica No. 6°(1901).—Correspondence respected the Uganda Railway 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2659. Norway ; No. 2660. Colombia 
(Barranquilla) ; No. 2661. Costa Rico ; No. 2662. Turkey (Beyrout, etc.) 


Irish LAND Commission.—Report of the Commissioners for the period from 
Ist April, 1900, to 31st March, 1901 


Boarp oF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT) :— 

I. (Wages and Hours of Labour).—Report relating to changes in rates of 
wages and hours of labour in the United Kingdom in 1900; with 
statistical tables. a 

II. (Strikes and Lock-outs).—Report by the Chief Labour Correspondent 

of the Board of Trade on the strikes and lock-outs of 1909; with 
statistical tables ... 
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ArmMy.—Paper by the Secretary of State laying down the requirements for 
our Army, dated Ist June, 1901... ae es 


RAILWAY RETURNS.—Returns as to the capital, traffic, receipts, and working 
expendicure, ete., of the railway companies of the United Kingdom, for 
the year 1900. Presented (by iret and ordered to lie on the 
Table oa ah ‘ as sie oak on hes ibe 


BoarRD OF EpucaTIon.—Report to the Board of Education of the proceedings 
of the Charity Commissioners for England and Wales under the Endowed 
Schools Acts, 1869 to 1899, for the year 1900 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES (Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS 
FuND) (SAVINGS BANKS FUND) (FRIENDLY SocteTres FuND).—Accounts 
for the year ended 31st December, 1900 ? ag eo wre 


PILOTAGE.—Abstract of returns relating to pilots and pilotage in the United 
Kingdom (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 265, of 1900) (as 
furnished by the various Pilotage Authorities). Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... eo see ae 


PETITIONS. 


DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.— Petitions against alteration of, 
of inhabitants of ‘Tewkesbury ; and Gloucester ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table ... 


FINANCE Bitt.—Brought from the Commons ; read 14; to be printed ; and to 
be read 2" on Tuesday next. (The Lord Privy Seal, M. Salisbury.) No. 
166.) + age ce a me iC 


IrtsH LAND ComMMISSION— 
The Duke of Abercorn 


Moved, that a Select Committee be appointed to ascertain and report :— 
1. What recommendations of the Fry Commission have been 
adopted; 2. What recommendations have not been adopted ; 
3. What recommendations could not be adopted without new 
legislation; 4. What objections are entertained by the existing 
tribunals to recommendations which they have so far refused 
to adopt; 5. Whether, and in what way, the average 
prices of Irish agriculture produce and stock (as annually published 
by the Land Commission, and now published by the Department of 
Agriculture) are considered and taken into account in the fixing of 
judicial rents ; 6. Whether, in determining the fair rent of a holding, 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 8 of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1881, there are any (and, if so, what) “circumstances of the 
case, holding, and district” (other than that specified in Section 8, 
Sub-section 10) which the Land Commission do not take into account, 
and what are their reasons for refusing to take same into account.— 
(Lhe Duke of Abercorn.) 


Lord Clonbrock eee 
The Lord Chancellor for Ireland (Lon Ashbourne) 
The Earl of Mayo... ' 


House divided :—Contents, 61 ; Non-Contents, 48. 


LiscANNoR Harpour, County CLARE— 


The Earl of Mayo... 
The Earl of Denbigh 
- Lord Inchiquin 
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Miuitary TRAINING FOR Boys— 


The Earl of Meath 
Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency ; 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord Raglan) 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 18TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. [By Orprer}.— 
As amended, considered. 


Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 


Amendment proposed — 
“To leave out Clause 2.”—( Mr. Plummer.) 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, ipa as 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, ms Re. 

Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) . 

Dr. Shipman ( Northampton) i 

Mr, James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le Street) ae 

The Secretaru to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Laws son, York- 
shive, N. R., Thirsk) ... ae ae os eM 3 

Mr. Halsey (ilertrordshive, Watford) 

Mr. Morrell (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) 


Question put, and negatived. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill; Yorkshire Electric 
Power Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ~ 


Wisbech Water Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments ... ve 1 bia ses sa aie os sas 


Wigan Corporation Tramways, Etc., Bill neal As amended, con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time 


District Messenger and Theatre Ticket Company Bill. (By Orper.) 
—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn 


Broadstairs and St. Peter's Water and Improvement Bill [Lords].— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed... ae se on 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [Lords].— Mr. Heywood Johnstone, 
acting as Chairman of the Committee on Unopposed Bills this day, in 
the absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means, reported that in his 
opinion the Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill [Lords], though Unop- 
posed, ought to be treated as an Opposed Private Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be treated as an Opposed Bill.—(M/r. Caldwell.) ... 
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Harrogate Water Bill —— .—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ie ‘ah vii 


Leeds Corporaton Water Bill [Lords}.—R ite with Amendments 
[Costs awarded]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 


That they have agreed to Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill, without amendment ; Torrington and Okehampton Railway Bill ; 
North British Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to Handsworth Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords], without amendment a * 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Salford, 
and Huddersfield ; to lie upon the Table - = sh sn 


BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Royal, Parliamentary, and Police Burghs of Scotland, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table i : me ‘ sak 





COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, ETC., BILL.—Petition from Fite 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table see : ae wi 


EpucaTIoN (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BILL.—Petition from Gravesend, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table sb ‘ 


HoustnG or WorkinG CLasses (REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL.—Petition 
from Huddersfield, in favour ; to lie upon the Table inna ies 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Royal, Parlia- 
mentary, and Police Burghs of Scotland, against ; to lie upon the Table... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petition from Clogher, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ sea Fis “a 


STEAM ENGINES AND BoILers (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BiLL.—Petition from 
Huddersfield, against ; to lie upon the Table ‘ a ‘aie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Raitway Retrurns.—-Copy presented, of Return as to the Capital, Traffic 
Receipts, and Working Expenditure, etc., of the Railway Companies of 
the United wa ositias for the — 1900 [by haat ack to lie — the 
Table ‘ 


PILOTAGE.—Copy ais of Abstract of Returns sites to Pilots and 
Pilotage in the United Kingdom (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 265, of Session 1900), as furnished by the various Pilotage Authorities 
|by, Act] ;.to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 268.]... 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RaTING) Act, 1899 (AmMouNTS PAID TO ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE COUNTIES AND BorouGHs).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 8th July ; Mr. Alfred Hutton]; to lie upon the Lable 


Army,—Copy presented, of Paper by the Secretary of State laying down ye 
requirements for our Army, dated Ist June, 1891 [by veers: 
lie upon the Table vie ps . > : 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies iiaamaiie of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reporte, Annual Series, No. 2659 to 2662 [by sires to lie 
upon the Table-: da é owe ne 
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Arrica (No, 6, 1901).—Copy presented, of Correspondence ee the 
Uganda Railway [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... esis 


QUESTIONS. 


South ArricA—BritisH INDIAN TRADERS.—Questions, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N. E.) and Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ose ‘ae 8 vet mn . 


Carpe CoLtony PARLIAMENT.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ; , i isk ae 


SETTLEMENT OF THE NEW COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain 


EpucaTioN OF BoER CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain Bs Ry. a 


RETURN OF LoRD MILNER TO SouTH AFRIC ae Mr. Flavin (Kerry, 
N.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain - 


BoER PRISONERS At St. HELENA.—SHOOTING OF GODFREY.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ; os cS "aes sie ees 


Borer DEFEAT BETWEEN VENTERSDORP AND POTCHEFSTROOM.—Question, Col. 
Wyndham Murray (Bath); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Mrs. OLIVE SCHREINER.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) and 
Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick te ve 


VLAKFONTEIN—-ALLEGED SHOOTING BY Boers OF BRITISH WoUNDED.— 
Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, $8.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CourtTs-MARTIAL.—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene Ngiapitnaacdd Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ak a oi : bis 


Post OFFICE VOLUNTEERS IN SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office — on Lanca- 
shire, W esthoughton) a des ‘ “ 


CIVIL SERVANTS AS VOLUNTEERS ON SERVICE.—Questions, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answers, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, eat aie E), and Lord 
Stanley oe $s die ase 


Barry RANG EGU NS. anise, Sir'Theodore Doxford tiesto id) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ... Ph ga -_ ee sine — “ non 


Giascow Tram HorsEs.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley te a se vw ae pas sus 


Army MEDICAL Service.—Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ‘ sis 


THE RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH MILitTIA.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... ibe ” : i 

LonDON Scottish VOLUNTEERS—ACCOUNTS,—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE CoMPETITIONS.—Questions, Mr. Robert Spencer 
(Northamptonshire, Mid) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... Site sn en 
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TowER OF  LONDON—ADMISSION OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS.— 
Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ... joe ane es re wes eri sch - 


CHARTERED TRANSPORTS.—Question, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomery- 
shire) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) ; as _ sia “wh we me is 

CEYLON GARRISON—VENEREAL DISEASE.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Man- 
chester, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley sii: hee Re - 

BritisH ARMY IN INDIA—VENEREAL DISEASE.—Questions, Mr. Caine (Corn- 
wall, Camborne) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) sis 


INDIAN Crop PRosPECT.—Question, Sir aaasitiinaa Bhow nagEree ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton sii en - . oh 





Coorer’s Hitt Co Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton mes S ree Nn i at 


MEKRAN EXPEDITION, 1898—MEDALS.—Question, Sir Seymour King; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton vate = ah a ee oe 


CHINA—INDEMNITY QUESTION—DEPARTURE OF TROOPS.—Questions, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) and Mr. O’Shee; Answers, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) and Lord G. Hamilton re 1 ie 


SouTH ArricAN WAR MEDALS.—Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, 
W. R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. 
Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ; ane ee ue ous 

AYLESBURY FEMALE Convict Prison STAFF.—Question, Mr. John Burns 


(Battersea) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home mieten 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ved ; es ss 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PENSIONS.—-Question, Captain iia Answer, Mr. 
Ritchie... sa oe : ees 

SuNDAY CLUBs IN DENBIGHSHTRE.—Question, Mr. — Kenyon ere 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... es ae: Sas 

REPORTS OF FACTORY ne rage ee Sir Charles Dilke ialicisaien 
shire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Ritchie = ve 





THE “ EURYDICE” Ropert UowER.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; provers er, the President of the Board of Trade ac Gerald 
Balfour, Leeds Central) is ‘a pe xs . 


THE StorNowAy MAIL STEAMER.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour obs ee 7 ra s e 


TruMPAN HeAD LIGHTHOUSE—TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH LAND.— 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) a i mes om “ sad oe 


PARLIAMENT AND FREE GRANTS TO ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS.—Question, 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Board 
of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambr idge University) 


VOLUNTARY EVENING ScCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Ernest sa (West aK 
N.); Answer, Sir J. Gorst 5 a aus ; me 
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APPEALS UNDER THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT.—Questions, Sir James 
Woodhouse (Huddersfield) and Mr. John Burns; Answers, the cpiaianed 
General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) _... ‘ 835 


PostaL Union RATEs.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar; Answer, Mr. Austen 


Chamberlain ... ie on ee sie a ie sii os SS 
SANITARY ARRANGEMENTS IN Post OFFICES.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair 

(Essex, Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain _ ... " .. 836 
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Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... ae Ms ie Bet ... 839 


MANCHESTER POSTMAN’S GRIEVANCE.—Question, Mr. Groves ; Answer, Mr. 


Austen Chamberlain ... oe ee ee sits - ee ... 840 
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staple) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... a a site ... 840 
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Austen Chamberlain ... baie - nae «as iis 8 .. 841 


Post Orrice Emp.Loye’s Misconpu einai — Norton ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ee : ae , ee ag as 648i 


New Pusiic Buitpincs— ARCHITECTS’ REMUNERATION.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 842 


INTERRUPTING Mass at KitcuMMIN.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy; Answer, 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... i ... 843 
Horses For Roya. Irish ConsTABULARY OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... et iu sie as ... 843 


Royat Irish ConsTABULARY—RELIGIOUS OPINIONS OF MEN.—Questions, 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Col. Saunderson bia N.); Answers, Mr. 


Wyndham ___.... sss jad ... 843 
BELFAST etic iialatlens 2h Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 844 
Cork JuRORS.—Question, Mr. O’Shee ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve ... 845 


KILcLoonEy Estate, GALWAY.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond (W ee 
and Mr, Cullinan (Tipperary, 8S.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham nt ww. §=845 


Noonan’s Conviction. — Questions, Mr. Condon (Tipperary, E.), Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, S.), and Mr. Flavin; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... 848 


STRANGFORD DIsPENSARY DistRict.—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Bel- 


fast, 8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... in ves is Ss ... 848 
Farr Rents 1x County LourH.—Question, Mr. Nolan —— vais Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ves site oe = nis ‘ ss ... 849 


TRisH SANITARY CHARGES.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndhan ... 
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MaLicious BURNING OF FURZE ON THE CLANRICARDE EsTATE.—Question, 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, S.) ; Answer, The coer General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, ph : : P 


TRIAL OF Mr. P. F, WaAtsu, J.P.—Questions, Mr. Delany (uns Coun 
Ossory) and Mr. O’Shee ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson “6 


CorK—FeErMoy Rattway.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), Mr. Gilhooly 
(Cork County, W.), Mr. O’Shee, Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes), and 
Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain and The First Lord 
of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


DerBy CENTRAL RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. T. M. a: en Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain ... = eas vii fa mm en 


Irish Boarp or Works—DiIscHARGE OF WORKMEN.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 
LaRAGH PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘3 aes a de 


BALLYVAUGHAN PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. William Redmond; 


Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


Navan PosTaL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Patrick White re N. i ‘Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ee “3 , er 


Licht -RatLways Bill. a Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.); aac Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.. : is Sou ao 6a - 


PosTtAL TELEGRAPHS VoTE.—Question, Mr. Stuart Wortley Shot 
Hallam); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ScoTTIsH EsTIMATES.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman —" 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae : ise : 


NEW BILL. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES AcT, 1896, ETC., CONTINUANCE.— 


Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent)  ... 
The President of the Local Government Board (ar. Walter Long, 
bristol, 8.) <a 


Motion made, and Question scala “That leave be ite to sida in 
a Bill to continue the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, the Tithe Rent- 
charge (Rates) Act, 1899, the Agricultural Rates, Congested Dis- 
tricts, and Burgh Land Tax (Scotiand) Act, 1896, and the Local 
Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1898.”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Sterling Burghs) ... 


Mr. Speaker put the Question in pursuance of Standing Order No. 16, 
that leave be given to bring in the Bill. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 259 ; Noes, 176. (Division List No. 340.) 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Long, Mr. Attorney General, the Lord 


5B) + 
Advocate, and Mr. Grant Lawson. 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—‘ To continue 
the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Act, 1899, 
the Agricultural Rates, Congested Districts, and Burgh Land Tax Relief 
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(Scotland) Act, 1896, and the Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1898,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be reada second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 269, ] 





STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, Erc.—Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an instruction to the Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, that they have 
power to consolidate the Factory and Workshop Acts Amendment 
Bill and Factory and W ae Acts Consolidation Bill into one Bill.” 

(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 3 ; sce «OTS 


Question put, and agreed to. 
FINANCIAL RELATIONS OF GREAT BriraAIn AND [RELAND— 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) » ae ‘de os a. 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N. ) oe Pie =e ase BOL 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the over-taxation of Ireland, 
established by the recent Royal Commission on Financial Relations, 
constitutes a serious and pressing grievance as regards that country, 
and demands the early attention of His Majesty’s Gov ernment with a 
view to its removal.”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Discussion— 
The Chancellor of the E jechequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, V hes os OR 
Mr. M‘Cann (Dublin, St. — s 7 - ... 906 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.)... je es yy ... 916 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.). ies ee =e ss “ODF 
Mr. T. P. O Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) Ses Ms si .. 936 
Mr, Arthur Elliot (Durham)... ; ss See es ... 945 
Mr. Swift MacNeill —" 2 ner sei na oe .. O& 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.)  .. eee ie .¥ its ... 952 


Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 102; Noes, 224. (Division List No. 341.) 
Meat Market (Ireland) Bill —Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jesse CoLiinés (Birmingham, Bordesley) in the Chair. | 


ito) 
ed | 
i) | 


Committee reported progress ; to sit again to-morrow 


Ulster Custom Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Flavin objected. 
Second Reading deferred till Monday next... ee on sea .. 956 


House adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 19TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Derby Corporation Bill ought to be dis- 


pensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed with ; read, and agreed to... 957 
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London and India Docks (New Works) Bill.—The mee: consent 
signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill; Llanelly Harbour Bill 
|H.L,].—Reported with Amendments 3 vip “ th a 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford ie (New Ross _ — 
ford Extension) Bill.—eported without amendment ... " 


Watford and District ne Bill wi on me ead 34, and aids and 
sent to the Commons .. : ee ee a 


Long Eaton Gas Bill.—Read 34, with the Amendments, and icine and 
returned to the Commons : Ne 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—Read 3%, with the Amendments ; a further 
amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons sin 


Wisbech Water Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to ... - 


Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill; Yorkshire Electric 
Power Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Lynton and << aa ey Bill oiaae } —Returned from the Com- 
mons agreed to si : “ be 


Paisley Police and Public Health Bill. IL—Reortel from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments 


Blackburn Corporation Bill. aaa with Amendments .. 
Mond Gas Bill.—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments ... 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill; Clyde Valley Electrical 
Power Bill.—The King’s consent _ signified ; and Bills reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments . es ae as 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [u.u.].—A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Paisley District Tramways, was pre- 
sented by the Lord Balfour ; read 12; to be printed ; and to be read 2% on 
Friday next. (No. 169.) ney a a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2) Bill.— Moved, “That the Order made on the 21st March last, 











957 








‘That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill br ought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time after the 2 7th day of June next,’ 

be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2%”; agreed to ; Bill read 
2¢ accordingly, and committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection ms si ; ee _ 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; 
House in‘Committee (according to Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; ease Committee negatives ed ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on iaaies 
next ‘i ies j 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS).—Proposed amendment of the scheme relative to the 
efficiency of Volunteers under Order in Council dated 31st July, 1880, as 
amended by subsequent Orders. Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table oes 
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SouTH AFRICA (CONCENTRATION CAMPs).—Return of numbers of — in 
the Concentration Camps in South Africa, June, 1901 : wee 






























ARSENICAL PotsoninG (RoyAL ComMMIssION).—Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into the subject of _— by arsenic in beer and 
other articles of diet ... sta a : sin 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2663, France (Réunion). No. 2664. 
Austria-Hungary. No. 2665. Netherlands sais Presented (by com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table om ta sie 


NEW BILLS. 


Patent Law Amendment Bill [H.L.].—A Bill to amend the law with refer- 
ence to international arrangements for patents, was presented by the Ear! 
of Dudley ; read 1%; and to be printed. (No. 168). 


Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Bill [H.L.]:— 
The Earl of Mayo 


Bill to amend the laws relating to the salmon fisheries of Ireland, pre- 
sented by the Earl of Mayo. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 14.—(The Eurl of Mayo.) 
The Earl of Denbigh 
On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 1 accordingly ; and to be printed. (No. 170.) 
Royal Declaration Bill [1.v.]:— 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) . 
Bill to modify the Declaration required by the Bill of Rights to be made 
by the Sovereign, presented by the Lord Privy Seal (Jf. Salisbury). 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 14 —(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Lord Herries 

Earl Spe neer om 

The Lord Archbishop of York 
Lord Tweedmouth . ; 
The Marqvess of Salisbury 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 1¢ accordingly ; to be printed ; and to be read 2% on Tuesday 
next. (No. 171.) 
UNSEAWORTHY SHips—Deck Loaps— 
Lord Muskerry... 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade (1 he Earl of Dudley) 


MERCANTILE MARINE (BOARD OF TRADE SURVEYING StAFrF).—Return 
respecting ; laid before the House pursuant to Order of the 18th of June 
last, and to be printed. (No. 172.) .. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 19TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Hendon Tramways Bill [Lords] (By Orprer).—Order for Second Reading 


read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... 2 re 


Amendment proposed — 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”—(J/r. Tully.) 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... wa 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 

Sir E. Durning- Laurence steers Truro) 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) . si ig 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
Lords]. [UNDER SECTION 9, SUB-SECTION (4) OF THE PRIVATE LEGIS- 
LATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.| (By OrpErR.)—Order for 
consideration, read. 


Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, NV.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In Schedule, page 6, line 32, after the word ‘rate,’ to insert the 
words ‘but subject as aforesaid.’”—(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Cameron Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) 

Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles, Selkirk) ses 

Mr, Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ... 

Mr. Hozier (Lanarkshire, S.) : 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Bute eshire) 
Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, N.E.) - 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Ca mlachie) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 47; Noes, 233. (Division List No. 342.) 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next. 


PrivaTE Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, ‘have been complied with, namely City and 
Brixton Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
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Bingley Urban District Council Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill; Derby. 
shire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill ; Eccles Cor poration Bill ; 
Great Western Railw: ay Bill; Kingston-upon-Hull eam Bill.— 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and “agreed to . jis 


Shannon Water and Electric Power _ -—Lords’ Amendments to 
be considered upon Monday next das ae ao 


Swanage Gas and ctl Bill.—Lords’ Amendments — and 
agreed to 5% ‘ ae B63 its 


Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, 


and passed without amendment 


Bolton Corporation Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read a third time ... sie a an ae a5 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Edinburgh Corporation, ordered to be brought in by the 
Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.—“ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Edinburgh Corporation,” presented ; and, under 62 and 
63 Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered on Tuesday next 


STIRLING CORPORATION ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Stirling Corporation, ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland ... 


Stirling Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.—‘“To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Stirling Corporation,” presented ; and, under 62 and 63 
Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered upon Tuesday next... 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords}.—Reported, without 
amendment | Provisional Ondess confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
3ill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... - 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 
amendment {Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... 


Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]; Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
—Reported, with amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ... 


Belfast Harbour Bill {Lords].—Reported without amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time 


Newport (Isle of Wight) Gas Bill [Lords]; Easton and Church Hope Rail- 
way Bill [Lords] ; Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill { Lords]. obi with 
amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. ‘ 


Dover Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported, without amendment; Report to lie 
upon the, Table .and to, ye printed. Bill to be read the third time 
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Heywood and Middleton Water Board Bill [Lords].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘s 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill. apenas with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table ‘ ai a oe 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.—Copy ordered, “of Memo 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill,”— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) = 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramw ays Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill.’— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ... ie 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill.—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill.’— 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ... re 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps :— 
That they have agreed to: Naval Works Provisional Order Bill, without 
amendment. 


That they have agreed to: Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill; Blackpool Improvement Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill ; 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) 
Bill ; Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill ; Metropolitan Water Com- 
panies (Amendment of Acts) Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to: Sheffield Corporaticn Bill 
[Lords] ; Chesterfield cs. hn Bill [Lords] ; London, Brighton, 
and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, *‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Clydebank Burgh Tramways.” Clydebank Burgh 
Tramways Order Confirmation Bill | Lords}. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
Edinburgh and District Water.” Edinburgh and District Water 
Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to incorporate the Watford and 
District Tramways Company, and to empower that Company to make 
and maintain tramways and other works ; and for other purposes.” 
Watford and District Tramways Bill { Lords] ... 


Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords].— 
Ordered, under Section 7 (2) of the Private Legislation _— Act, 
1899, to be considered upon Tuesday next . fis : - - 


Edinburgh District er Order Confirmation Bill |Lords].— 
Ordered under Section 7 (2) of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, to be considered upon Tuesday next 


Watford and District Tramways Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills : : 
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PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES AcT (1896), ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petition from 
Uphall, against ; to lie upon the Table _ Xi ses nas 


ALKALI, ETC., WoRKS REGULATION BILL.—Petition from West Ham, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


BoarD OF EDUCATION (MINUTE OF 38RD JULY, iad —Petition from Leek, 
for withdrawal ; to lie upon the Table - ie “e és 


CuurcH DIscipLIne.—Petition from Doncaster, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 


EpucatTion (No. 2) Brti.—Petition from Cleethorpes, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table sy “ - ; 


ELEMENTARY EpvUCATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petition from Ryde, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the 
Table oS : 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Leigh ; St. Germans, and Nottingham ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from London, against ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GROCERS AND OFF-LICENCES, Etc. (BELFAST).—Return [presented i5th July] 
to be printed. [No. 269] o a : bis a 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATING) AcT (1899) (AMOUNTS PAID TO ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE COUNTIES AND BorouGus).—Return [presented 18th July] to be 
printed. [No. 270] r = si = as i 


ARSENICAL POISONING (ROYAL COMMISSION).—Copy presented of [Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the subject of Poisoning by 
Arsenic in Beer and other Articles of Diet [by ene i to lie upon the 
Table 5 Ss = “as dies 
FISHERIES (RESTRICTIVE LEGISLATION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES).—Return 
presented relative thereto [Address 13th December, 1900 ; Mr. Muconochie] ; 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 271] 


SE: 


fod 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) (ENDOWED ScHOOLs Acts).—Copy pre- 
sented of Report of the Proceedings of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales under the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for 
the year 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 

ARMY (VOLUNTEERS).—Copy presented of Draft of a Scheme relative to the 
Efficiency of the Volunteers in substitution for the Scheme contained in 
Her late Majesty’s Order in Council dated 31st July, 1880, as amended 
by subsequent Orders in Council [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


ADMIRALTY CoNTRACTS.—Copy ordered “ of new form of Contract adopted by 

the Admiralty.” —(Mr. Edmund Robertson) Bee Ses 
QUESTIONS. 

SouTtH AFRICA—-SETTLEMENT OF THE NEW TERRITORIES.—Question, Mr. 


William Redmond (Clare, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... ne a - 
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PRESENT SITUATION IN CAPE CoLony-—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) ; Answer, the parr a of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) al oe : pp sail we ‘ 


PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS DURING THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


FLOGGING OF PRISONERS BY Borrs.—Question, Mr. Platt- Higgins ee N. )3 ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick.. : 


BURGHER POLICE. Fp waaay Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire Leigh) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick . ; is , oe es 


Army MepicaAL DEPARTMENT—IRISH GRADUATES.—Questions, Mr. Samuel 
Young ‘iinasaat FE.) and Mr. T. M. Healy eect N.); Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ane ee sei 


CHANNEL ISLANDS GARRISON. Question, ie Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ = ak as ess - 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH MILITIA.—-Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty); Answers, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four (Leeds, Central) and the Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain (Worcestershire, E.) j . 


West HIGHLAND STEAM SERVICE—TREATMENT OF SOLDIER PASSENGERS.— 
Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—MaAtL DELAYs.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caith- 
ness-shire) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
delfast, W.) ‘ bis ss va 

ALGECIRAS Bay—-ALLEGED NIGHT VISITS OF FRENCH WARSHIPS.— Question, 
Mr. Harmsworth; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


NAVAL INTELLIGENCE DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ieee i W.); 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 


TorPEDO DESTROYERS FOR THE MEDITERRANEAN FLEET.—Question, Mr. 
Yoxall ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Cape-AUSTRALIA CABLE—LINE FROM Cocos To CEYLON.—Questions, Sir 
Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ‘ 

Ucanpa—Sir H. JouNnston’s Report.—Question, Sir William Harcourt 
(Monmouthshire, W.) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 

DISTURBANCES IN ARMENIA.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne : “i , sk 

SrorNowAY MAIL STEAMER.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour Sa oe oe ae st yas ‘cs ion 

MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE MARINE—THE “PRIMROSE HILL.”—Ques- 
tion, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 

Pauper ALIENS IN East LONDON.— Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar ; Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 

INSTRUCTIONS TO INSPECTORS OF SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; Answer, 


The Vice President of the Board of Education ne John Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University) .. a ae i 


VOL, XCVIL. [Fountu SERIES } e 
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Scottish EpucaTion ReEportT.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, the Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) _... : ye 


QUEEN VicToriA’s MEMorIAL—DeEsiGNs. — Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


CARRIAGE OF BUTTER ON IRISH RAILWAys.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy, 
(Limerick, W.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... on - ie on we ite ne ‘ie , 

QUEEN’s COLLEGE—MEDICAL PROFESSORSHIPS.—Question, Mr, Macartney 
(Antrim, $8); Answer, Mr. Wyndham sn sik , bs 

J.ABOURERS’ CoTTAGES IN CounTy Cork.—Questions, Capt. Donelan (Cork, 
E.), Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S.), Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), and Mr. 
O’Shaughnessy ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... wes ss ine ii 

Ir1isH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Macartney ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham be — sila sid a a 

Lanp PurcHasE 1x County Mayo. — Question, Mr. John O’Donnell 
(Mayo, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ees me si va 

DeELMEGE Estate, co. LIMERICK.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... . ai sii sp ats ie sii 

ELPHIN PosTaL SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain oe — 4% ca ae bie 

IrisH GOLD ORNAMENTS.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.), 
Mr. William Redmond, and Lord Balearres (Lincolnshire, Chorley) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.)... ue iss aa os i nt ee a6 

BuSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


NEW BILL. 


SHop CivusBs.—Bill to prohibit compulsory membership of unregistered Shop 
Clubs or Thrift Funds, and to regulate such as ere duly registered, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Harry Samuel, Mr. Strachey, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Hay, Dr. 
Macnamara, Mr. Holland, and Mr. George White. 


Shop Clubs Bill.—“ To prohibit compulsory membership of unregistered 
Shop Clubs or Thrift Funds, and to regulate such as are duly registered, 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 270.] We er oe 

SUPPLY [1l71H ALLorrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. Henry Hopnouse (Somersetshire, E.) in the Chair. ] 
CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATEs, 1901-2. 
Cuass V. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£265,052, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
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the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the Expenses of 
His Majesty’s Embassies and Missions Abroad, ‘and of the Consular 
Establishments Abroad and other Expenditure chargeable on the 
Consular Vote.” 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse ( Bristol, E.) Roe — re pei .-- 1006 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. — ste eta bas ... 1008 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) . 1010 
The Under' Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount ( Cranborne, 
vochester) ... : s» LOLZ 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice , (Wiltshire, Cr icklade) ids set on ee 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford)... re wie eat +s Wm 


Motion made, and Question proposed,—“ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £3,550.”—(Mr. Louis Sinclair.) ; 


Viscount Cranborne eh ‘ss ive wa aah sgh --- 1924 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 53 sie .-- 1025 


Motion made, and Question proposed,—‘‘ That Item P (Consular Salaries) 
be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Consul-General 
in East Africa.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Suffron Walden) ee aie pats so, LOZS 
Viscount Cranborne ... nt ‘i ae .-. 1033 
Mr. Sydney Bucton (Tower Hamlets, “Poplur) a ass wr .-- 1036 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ab a aid ..» 1040 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 90; Noes, 132. (Division List No. 343.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) “a “a . oh si .. 1043 
Viscount Cranborne ve oe .. ae = oi ae .. 1045 
Mr. Gibson Bowles a a - as be ch es .. 1045 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. AS bs oe it .. 1046 
Mr. Weir .. ie 5s me i i 2A ba ta .. 1046 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£210,049, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, for Grants-in-aid of 
the E xpenses of the British Protectorates in Uganda and in Central 
and East Africa, and under the Uganda Railway Act, 1896 and 1900.” 


Sir Charles Dilke sg Me Re se = a i 1047 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Uganda, Grant-in- 


Aid) be reduced by £100.”—(Sir Churles Dilke.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles a see tea re be veh ..- 1049 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse... “3h na sa 2: i ... 1050 
Viscount Cranborne a ~ a ate ose in ves) LOSI 
Mr. Sydney Buxton ais ar ss rc ne ... 1053 
Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) ¥s i bes es we 1055 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton)... nee és .» 1056 


e2 
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Mr. O’ Mara (Kilkenny, S.) Sst seb ie ... 1056 2 
Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) . Eye we ne sa ... 1057 Cr 
Colonel Williams (Dorsetshire, W.) eee a sis sii .-- 1058 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ee ee ee a ... 1059 
Mr. Weir ... ee 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (W 7orcestershire, N.) ... aa oe a ..- 1063 
Mr. O'Mara ; ae ae = ve wh .-. 1065 
Sir Francis Evans ‘(Muidstone) eg ios v= ie ‘a .-» 1065 
Mr. William Redmond... ye isle ie a nae ss». LOGE 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 77; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 344.) Me 

Original Question again proposed. 
Sir Charles Dilke ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item C (British East Africa, 
Grant-in-Aid) be reduced by £100.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


1069 ~ Der 





Sir Francis Evans... aa ha Soe ae = ms wee LOU 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse ae ee ~ stile she Sp vw LOT 
Viscount Cranborne So , ee eee ae i sxe SOG2 Lla: 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 75 ; Noes, 154. (Division List No. 345.) Lies 
Original Question again proposed. 


Objection being taken to further proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair Dub 
to make his Report to the House. | 
tesolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. Wel! 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock, till Monday next. 


Stal, 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 22np JULY, 1901. 


EARL OF CAvAN.—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Tem- Bing 
poral in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk 





of the Parliaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the ( 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of R 
Lords that the right of the Earl of Cavan to vote at the elections of J 


Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction 

of him the said Lord Chancellor; and that the House of Lords has ' Dubl: 
ordered such Report to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; ] 
and it is hereby also Ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord 


Chancellor be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ... ae soe 
PRIVATE BIUL BUSINESS. : } 
Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, we Stratford-upon- Local 
Avon Junction Railway carina _ witness ordered to . 
attend the Select Committee * _ — sos, WOTT hh 


Swansea Harbour Bill. ass sss from the Select Committee, with : 
Amendments _ ns it sb sie ie ... 1077 Kirke 
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Cromer Water Bill; Biggleswade Water Board Bill.—Reported; with 
Amendments ... ane se ote ae er ay an .» 1077 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 11) Bill; London United Tramways Bill; Stratford-upon- 
Avon, ‘Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and West Junction, and 
Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Com- 
panies Bill.—Leave given to the Select Committee to continue sitting in 
the absence of the Lord Headley _... fey di $id ys as 1077 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill. wilimieicamae from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments _... .. 1078 


Derby Corporation Bill.—Moved, “That the Order made on the 21st day 
of March last, ‘That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thursday, the 27th of June next, 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2¢”; agreed to: 
Bill read 2% accordingly, and committed ; the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection... nas pan aia dks ... 1078 


Llanelly Harbour Bill: [u.L.]—Standing Order No. 143A considered 
(according to Order), and dispensed with in respect of the said Bill .-» 1078 


Llanelly ow Bill eae — 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons eS ne oat oh “a aN ... 1078 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway etal Ross and a 
Extension) Bill.—Read, 34, and passed ... . 1078 


Wells Corporation Water Bill—Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons ob xii wit iis ... 1078 


Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and 
Electricity Board Bill.—fead 34, with the Amendments; a further 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... + 1078 


Bingley Urban District Council Bill ; Caledonian Railway Bill; Derby- 
shire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill; Eccles:Corporation Bill ; 
Great Western Railway Bill; Kingston-upon Hull Corporation Bill ; 
Swanage Gas and Water Bill; Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to on i sie — she ere ... 1078 


Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill—Order of the day for the Third 
Reading read. 


Earl Spencer a re ds ... 1079 
The Chairman of Commitiees (the ‘Earl of Mor le y) pd sal ... 1079 


Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Dundee 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill; Invergarry and Fort Augustus 
ee Order Confirmation Bill.—Read 34 (according to Order), and 
passed . ws me sak eu eed <n ‘eis ~~ ... 1079 


Kirkcaldy and Dysart Water Order Confirmation Bill [1.t.]—Read 3¢ 
(according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons pe <2 1079 
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London United Tramways Bill; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and 
Midland Junction, East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, that the Duke of Northumberland, the Lord Shute 
(V. Barrington), and the Lord Braye be proposed to the House as 
members of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Lord Saltoun, the Lord Ribblesdale, and the Lord Headley, and that the 
Duke of Northumberland be Chairman of the said Committee , read, and 
agreed to sai ee —_ An ihe , 





Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Belfast 
and Northern Counties Railway Bill ; Derby Corporation Bill. pd eewr 
from the Committee of Selection, that the following Lords be proposed to 
the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 
Bills, viz.:--E. W. er e, E. Ilchester, V. Clancarty (E. Clancarty), L. 
Kintore (E. Kintore), L . Strathspey (E. Seafield) ; agreed to ; and the 
said Lords appointed accordingly ; the Committee to ‘Ieet on Thursday 
next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills, 
to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BetTriInc.—Report from the Select Committee (with the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee) made, and to be printed; Minutes of Evidence, together with 
appendices, laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out. (No. 173.) 


QUEEN ANNE’S Bounty Boarp.—Report from the Joint Committee (with 
the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be printed ; Minutes of 
Evidence, together with — laid upon the Table, and to be 
delivered out. (No. 174.) sh ke ies 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS).—Proposed amendment of the scheme relative to the 
efficiency of Volunteers, under Order in Council dated 31st July, 1880, as 
amended by subsequent Orders (laid before the House on Friday last), to 
be printed. (No. 175.) bea i ats 


HovusE oF Lorps Orrices.-—First Report from the Select Committee made, 
to be printed, and to be considered to-morrow. (No. 176.) 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2666. United States (Oregon), No. 
2667. China (Wuhu). Kos oF von as cok i 


BoarD oF Epucation.—Copy presented of statement showing (1) Schools in 
receipt of Parliamentary grants ; (2) Grants paid to school boards under 
Section 97, Elementary Education Act, 1870; (3) School board accounts 
and list of loans, 1900-1901. ‘ns or ws aa 


Civit SERVICE ComMission.—Forty-fifth hiss of the Commissioners ; with 
appendix. abs ie = ink sek ‘se a4 ” 


SALMON AND FRESH WATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Fortieth 
Annual — of the re of Fisheries — and W — for 
1900 jo 


SEA FISHERIES sesale ni AND Wie, ili Annual inion of the 
Inspectors for 1900 is ; ba — “ee és 
LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp (ScoTLAND.)—Sixth Annual Report of the Local 


Government Board for Scotland, 1900. Presented (by Command) and 
ordered to lie on the Table is ss vy ies ve its 
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Pustic Recorps (ADMIRALTY DEPARTMENT).—Ninth Schedule containing 
a list and particulars of classes of documents which have been removed 
from the office of the Commissioners for executing the offiee of Lord High 
Admiral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and de- 
posited in the Public Record Office, but which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation therein ine avo, 1081 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. (LOCAL INSPECTIONS).—Reports to the Board of Trade by 
the Trinity House of Deptford Strond and the Commissioners of Northern 
Lighthouses of their inspection of local lighthouses, buoys, and beacons 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. #6, of 1900). 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1081 


THE RoyAL DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION :— 
Viscount Halifax ... se oe sks ive a — .-- 1082 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) ... ate we ..- 1082 
FINE ARTS COMMISSION :— 
Lord Stanmore... whe Lea sa Are ees ide ... 1082 


Moved, “ Tkat a humble address be presented to His Majesty praying that 
His Majesty will direct the appointment of a Royal Commission 
similar in character and object to the Fine Arts Commission of 1842.” 
—(The Lord Stanmore.) 


The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 1092 


The Earl of Rosebery... Key . 1096 
The Earl of Wemyss ss ee vs ~ sel ae .. 1101 
Lord Stanmore... sit ses es i oni — .» 1105 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill [H.L.]—Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow... sib . 1105 


IrisH LAND CoMMISSION :— 
The Duke of Abercorn... — ne fe _ nate ... 1105 
Motion postponed. 
NAVAL PrizE MONEY :— 
Lord Muskerry ... sa ‘ws - oie ae wit ..- 1106 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) ... i ss TF 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS; MONDAY, 22np JULY, 1901. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, Erc.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
manufactures, have leave to sit this day till Four of the clock, notwith- 
standing the Sitting of the House.—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) ades .-» 1107 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL OrDER BiLts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
{Lords}; ‘Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill seit 2m Ordered, That the Bills be 
read a second time to-morrow ~ 


Torrington and Okehampton ay ~~ —Lords’ Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to se i ‘ 


Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]; Chester Corporation Tramways 
Bill [Lords]; Manchester Corporation Bill er —Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments ; ; és ie me s 


St. Bartholomew's — | Bill {Lords].—Read the third time, and 


passed, with an Amendment . 


Wigan Corporation Tramways, Etc., Bill justine the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments Beh ask ais ie 


Eland Gas Bill igi —As amended, considered ; to be read the third 


Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill [Lords]. [Nor 
AMENDED. |— Considered ; to be read the third time Ras) i 


Leeds Churches Bill [Lerds]; Worcester Tramways Bill — ]|.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... re < 


Local Government Provisional Orders ene " Bill.—Lords’ Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to P ae ” 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords]. | UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) 
AcT, 1899. |—Bill read the third time, and passed “ 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Water Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill a oe the third time, and — with- 
out amendment a ae bis . 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :-— 


That they have agreed to: Long Eaton Gas Bill; South Metropolitan 
Gas Bill, with “Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to Faversham Water Bill [Lords] ; 
Wisbech W ater Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to revive and extend the 
powers for the compulsory purchase of lands by the Llanelly Harbour 
and Burry Navigation Commissioners ; for the execution of works 
authorised by The Llanelly Harbour Act, 1896 ; for the improvement 
of the Port and Harbour of Llanelly ; and to empower the said Com- 

missioners to borrow moneys with the consent of the Urban District 

ron of Llanelly ; and for other purposes.” Rgsvated Harbour Bill 
ords site - ri iio ‘ ies ow ‘4 
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Llanelly Harbour Bili [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Petition from Rochdale, against ; to lie upon the 





EpucaTION (No. 2) BIL. 
Table fa 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BriLu.—Petitions in favour, 
from Dumbarton, and North Kensington (six) ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquoRS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. — Petition 
from Canonbie, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ise ape ss 


SOVEREIGN’s OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petitions against, from Edinburgh, 
and Stepney ; to lie upon the Table... . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WaLEs).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Fortieth Annual Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries (England 
and W. ‘ales), for 1900{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table “ 


SEA FIsHERIES (ENGLAND AND WaALES).—Copy presénted, of Fifteenth 
— en of the —! for 1900 [by eaaiuiec to lie — the 
able os . 


Tramways OrpERS ConFirmMAtTion (No. 1) Brti.—Return sahil 
relative thereto fended 19th July, Mr. Gerald sic cht to lie — the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 272.] - ue , 


TraMWAYs OrpERS ConrirmMatTion (No. 3) Brtt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 19th July , Mr. Gerald spss ih to lie — the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 273.] wes bs ‘ 


Tramways Orpers ConrirmMaTion (No. 4) Biti.—Return a 
relative thereto [ordered 19th duly, Mr, Gerald sich to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 274.] , ae os - 


LIGHTHOUSES, Erc. (LocAL INSPECTIONS). sities presented, of Reports to 
the Board of Trade by the Trinity House of Deptford Strond and the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses of their Inspection of Local Light- 
houses, Buoys, and Beacons (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
16, of Session) [by —_ to lie er the — and to be er aie 
275] si 

LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp (SCcOTLAND).—-Copy iiinal of Sixth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board for Scotland [by ennninn? to lie 
upon the Table spe i : ; 


NATIONAL EpuCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Sixty-seventh Report 
of the Commissioners, being for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table ste ii ss te si ~ 4 


CiviL Service ComMIssion.—Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Report of the 
Commissioners, with Appendix [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


EpucatTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) —Copy presented, of Statement showing 

(1) Schools in receipt of Parliamentary Grants ; (2) Grants paid to School 
alecater Section 97, Elementary Education "Act, 1870 ; and (3) School 
Board Accounts and List of Loans for the ae 1900-1901 by eres 
to lie upon the Table .. ‘ ‘ 
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TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual —" Nos. 2663 to 2667 [by ee to 
lie upon the Table 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HovusE.—Public 
Records (Admiralty).—Copy of Ninth Schedule, containing a List and 
Particulars of Classes of Documents which have been removed from the 
Office of the Commissioners for executing the office of Lord High Admiral 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and deposited in the 
Public Record Office, but are not considered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation therein [by Act] .. 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—WANTON DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY BY 
Borrs.—Question, Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, Wades 


CONCENTRATION CAMPpS—CoMMITTEE OF ENGLISH LApDy VisiTors.—Question, 
Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) i ‘ae 


Lord KiTCHENER’s DEMAND FoR MounTEeD Troops.—Questions, Mr. 
Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield), Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Spion Kop.-——Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Manin Lancashire, West- 
houghton) : a ae so ; 


ALLEGED MURDER OF A BorR AT PETERSBURG.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd 
(Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 100 ic ake ‘ 


THE DorpREcHT ExEcuTION.—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick . - ve sha oe a 


X0YAL MILITARY ScHOOoL FEES.—Question, Mr. ee (Mont- 
gomeryshire) ; Answer, Lord Stanley . eee wee . 


ARMY REORGANISATION—MOUNTED RIFLEMEN.—Question, Sir Elliot Lees 
(Birkenhead) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick re ce 


H.M.S. “SUNFISH ” AND “ SKATE.”—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 

VENTILATION ON WAR VESSELS.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster tik sin sais ‘ee bas a 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY—ALLEGED OFFER OF SIGNOR MARCONI TO THE 
ADMIRALTY.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


GUNNERY AND TorRPEDO LIEUTENANTS.—Question, Sir John Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... SB es ve 


CHINESE INDEMNITY—MeETHOD OF PAYMENT.—Question, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) oi 3 ans , 


BANISHED CHINESE MINISTER.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ke : es a 

FoREIGN Troops IN CHiINA.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Viscount 

Cranborne fas ni a in _ ‘en 
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CutNA—CostT oF MILITARY OPERATIONS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the cnmeanicu - M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.) ; . 1119 
NATIONAL COAL Suppty.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna ‘dita S); 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach... - oe ie ae seh wo LEE 
IncoME TAX ABATEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis; Answer, Sir M. 
Hicks Beach Bee Bas a ies Ss we 29 
CHEQUE Bank  LiquipatTion.—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ie its bes si “ii 1120 
CORONATION CEREMONY—WESTMINSTER ABBEY.—Question, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. 1120 
QUEEN VICTORIA MEMORIAL.—Question, Lord Balcarres ; Answer, Mr. Akers 
Douglas oe see se ae oe sv 7 --» 1120 
SUICIDE OF LONDON ACTRESSES.—SALE OF CocAINE.—Question, Mr. Mac- 
dona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas . 1121 
(FREENWICH UNION CEMETERY SCANDAL.—Question, Mr. — in 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas . ie . 1121 
CARDIFF HIGHER GRADE SCHOOL.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwick 
shire, Rugby) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) St es: sae we ooo 2922 
LONGTON (STAFFORDSHIRE) SCHOOL BoARD AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION.— 
Question, Mr. Corrie Grant ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst aa san SSDe 
SARK AND GUERNSEY TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION — WIRELESS TELE- 
GRAPHY.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Wor- 
cestershire, E.) ‘a 1123 
West INDIAN MAIL DeLAys.—Question, Sir Charles Dalrymple pie); 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 1124 
ButrerR STANDARD COMMITTEE—IRISH iaasicinects iets Mr. 
William Redmond; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) dds <i ae = a asa .-- 1135 
DEVELOPMENT OF SOUTH KERRY FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ws an a ae .«» LIQ 
MULLINGAR UNION ACCOUNTS.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham vo re oo das te ... 1126 
Oe a siti anit 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ; os a isi fer 1127 
ExTRA POLICE IN COUNTY SLIGO.—Questions, Mr. O’Dowd, Mr. Flynn, and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham es woe LER 
InisH LAND APPEALS.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1128 
Fermoy Ursan District Councin MEeEtINGs.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndhan ... . 1130 
HORSEWHIPPING A Boy aT CLONMEL—NOONAN’s CASE.—Question, Mr. 
Condon (Tipperary, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ‘ . 1130 
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Ir1isH BoarD OF NATIONAL EpvucaATION.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, 
wee so sSe Ro re es -3) SAO 


OvTpDoOoR RELIEF IN WEXFORD.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 54.) ; 


Mr. Wyndham 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LovGHrEA MALicious BurNING CasEes.—Question, Mr. Dutfy (Galway, 8.) 
and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; — The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) . ‘ 


Mr. Lioyp, R.M.—Questions, Mr. Murphy and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. 


Atkinson 


Cork AND Fermoy RaiLway.—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford), and Mr. Flynn ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


IRISH se hese agg Mr, John Redmond; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.).. 


PEERS’ PRIVILEGES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... } js ak oe a 


MvnicipaL TRADING.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour A ; si 


EpucatTioN—MINUTE OF 3RD JULY.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
shire, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ex es a me 


Pactric CABLE [Money].—Committee to consider of making provision, out of 
the Consolidated Fund and out of moneys to be prov ided by Parliament, 
for the construction and working of a Pacific cable iaiee s recommendation 
signified), to-morrow.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) . 


QUEEN ANNE’S Bounty Boarp. —Report, with Minutes of Evidence, from the 
Joint Committee, brought up and read. Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. (No. 276. | 


Business or Suppty.— Ordered, That three additional days be allotted to the 
Business of Supply.—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) ... 


BUSINESS OF THE House :— 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That, for the remainder of the 
session, Government business be not interrupted under the provisions 
of any Standing Order regulating the sittings of the House, and may 
be entered upon at any hour though opposed, and that at the con- 
clusion of Government business each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put.”—( Jr. A. J. Balfour. ) 


Discussion— 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.)... 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford)... 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 
Sir William Harcourt (. Te agiihttie W. ) 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) . 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E. ) 
Mr. A, fh Balfour . 
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Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.)  ... = ase see sie «» 1179 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) site owe whee ‘ae sl ... 1184 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, S.) 2a +e “s wes din «va 288 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 240; Noes, 172. (Division List No. 346.) 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of the session, Government Business be 
not interrupted under the provisions of any Standing Order regu- 
lating the sittings of the House ; and may be entered upon at any 
hour though opposed, and that at the conclusion of Government 
business each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without 
Question put. 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Discussion :— 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) .. oy ss sf) ESS 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest ‘of Dean) “é ‘a ee P| 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) . ss ot ois seg oe LUGS 
Col. Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) a as 6 an wd .. 1194 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) a +r is .« LE94 
Sir Elliot Lees (Birkenhead).. by Bs - at Me <<) BESS 
Mr. O' Mara (Kilkenny, S.) ie 3 os 3 bs .. 1201 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present— 


Mr. O'Mara “ts 120] 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, “Surrey, Guile itdford) 1204 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ads ; . 1207 
Mr. Younger (Lincolnshire, Stamford) .. ie 2 = .. 1208 
Mr. J. P. Farrell, (Longford, N.).. +2 2 - = ». L269 
Col. Leqge (St. George's Hanover Square) .. 1212 
Mr. Tompkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) el ” « 1982 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest)... - ‘ee .+ 1293 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) - ‘a “i - 1214 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 222; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 347.) 

Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 

Alkali, etc. Works Regulation Bill [Lords —Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on Question [8th July], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 

Question again proposed. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) . .» 1259 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Vy ‘alter Long, 
Bristol, 8S.) .. ae ; , , ea ss L223 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, Co) me ws are ee «« E229 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,” and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(/r. 0’ Muara.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) . 1229 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. vs is . 1230 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) -. 1382 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ~ F238 
Mr. Caldwell . 1233 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
Larceny Bill.--As amended (by the Standing Committee), considered. 
Motion made, and Question, “ That the Bill be now read the third time,” 
put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed 1234 
NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF ADJACENT Lanp) [EXPENSES].—Con- 
sidered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Stuart WortLey (Sheffield, Hallam) in the Chair.] 
Question again proposed, “That it is expedient to authorise the payment, 
out of 1 moneys to be provided by Parliament, of all expenses incurred 
by the Commissioners of Works under any Act of the present session 
for the acquisition of certain land near the National “pee & in Lon- 
don, and for other purposes connected therewith.”—(Mr. Akers 
Douglas.) 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 1234 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) — ... ae ik int We «.s 22334 
The First Commissioner of Works (IM. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's)... sy si ve res des .. 1235 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Pairick xs »s 1985 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) .. 1936 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) . 1236 
Mr. John Burns oe : 1237 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... . 1239 
Mr. O'Mara .. 1240 
Mr, Tully .. we » beet 
Mr. John Redmond ( i terfor _ 1242 
Mr. J. P. Farrell... . 1244 
Mr, T. M. Healy... 1245 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 6. (Division List No. 348.) 
Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of all Expenses incurred by the Com- 
missioners of Works under any Act of the present session for the 
acquisition of certain land, near the National Gallery in London, and 
for other purposes connected therewith. 
Resolution to be reported to-morrow ses ove ose - 1247 


Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Bill—Order for Second Reading read, 


and discharged. Bill withdrawn _... aus ise 
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Trout Fishing Annual Close Time (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn ses 


Burial Grounds (Scotland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn 


Drunkards Bill [Lords].—Order for Second ieee read, and —— 
Bill withdrawn as 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of this day, Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Two of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 23rp JULY, 1901. 


Sat First.—The Lord Northington (L. nee sat first in Parliament after 
the death of his father — ‘ ee oir ves “a 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill had been complied with— 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7). The same was ordered to 
lie on the Table . > 


Rhyl Improvement Biil.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill “— ted 
from the Select Committee, with Amendments : : 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill; Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby 
Railway Bill.—Reported with Amendments , ‘ 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill.—Reported from the 
Select Committee without amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next... 


Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill ; Bradford Corporation Bill. — 
Read 34, with the Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bills passed, 
and returned to the Commons nad 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill; Paisley Police and 
Public Health Bill—Read 34, with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned tothe Commons _... oi ms 0 Ms vi 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill.— Brought from the Commons; read 14; 
and referred to the Examiners : ; fe 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
cose Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.]; Water Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with an Amendment ; the said Amendment considered, and 
S| rr ee er 
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Bournemouth Corporation Bill [H.L.].; Chester Corporation Tramways 
Bill [.L.]; Manchester Corporation Bill [H..]; Wigan Corporation Tram- 
ways, etc., Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons, agreed to, with 
Amendments ... Be ie a cea sos is oe <«- L96Q 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Torrington and 
Okehampton Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to faa _ “ee asd le ms ... 1250 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways and General) Order Confirmation 
Bill [1.v.].—Bill read 3¢ (according to Order). 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh ae 
The Chairman ef Committee (The Earl of Morley) .. - re 
The Earl of Camperdown ? ae ‘ x os 1: 


Amendments agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Belfast 
T ‘ ‘ ce a. ae | D: “ees ° " 
and Northern Counties Railway? Bill; Derby Corporation Bill.—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Ludlow be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of Earl Waldegrave ; read, and agreed to... $56 ed is A252 


London United Tramways Bill; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and 
Midland Junction, East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord Wrottesley be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of Lord Tredegar ; read, and agreed to — bie iis ais ... 1253 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RaAILWAYs.—Report from the Joint Committee (with 
the proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be printed ; Minutes of 
evidence, together with appendices, laid upon the Table, and to be 
delivered out. (No. 177.) ... — wes er sk hae ... 1353 


EpvucaTIon (SCOTLAND).—General Report from the Chief Inspector of the 
Western Division of Scotland, for the year 1900 ... ee. a. ..» L268 


NATIONAL EpucaTIoN (IRELAND).—Annual Report of the Commissioners, for 
the year 1900 ... ‘ ee se si . 1253 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES), 1899.—Part IL. Civil Judicial 
Statistics: Statistics relating to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, the House of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, County 
Courts, and other Civil Courts ; edited by John Macdonell, Esq., C.B., 


Prisons (IRELAND).—Twenty-third Report of the General Prisons Board 
(Ireland), 1900-1901 ; presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the 
Table = res S35, bss a bie ie sits * 

Lunacy.—Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made and the 


number of patients seen by the several Commissioners in Lunacy during 
the six months ending on the 30th June, 1901 —z.. eee eee eo. 1254 
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PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 To 1891 (CoNDITIONAL LICENCE).—Licence 
to be at large granted to Arthur Sturrock, to which are annexed condi- 
tions other than those contained in Schedule A of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1867. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie 


on the Table ... ee Ae mae Le wih aR ee soe, bu 
PETITIONS. 
TEMPERANCE.—Petition for legislation to promote, of inhabitants of the 
Diocese of Carlisle ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ao woo 1264 


RoyAL DECLARATION BILL [H.L.].—Petition against, of the Scottish Women’s 
Protestant Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table.. i pe) 55! 





Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill [H...].—Reported from the Stand- 
ing Committee without amendment, and to be read 3¢ on Thursday next 1254 


Finance Bill--[Seconp Reapinc.]—Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 


Lord Welby . 1254 
The Prime Minister and Lord rd Privy Seal (Phe Marquess of Salisbury) 1260 
Earl Spencer is : .. 1263 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2% accordingly ; Committee vail: 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


Royal Declaration Bill [H.L.].—[Szeconp Reapinc.]|—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 


The Marquess of Salisbury .. «3 7" ea a - .. 1264 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 24.—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 








Lord Kinnaird . 1268 
Amendment moved — 
“To leave out ‘now,’ and add at the end of the motion ‘this day 
three months.’ ”—(The Lord Kinnaird.) 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester . 1271 
Viscount Llandaff ; . 1275 
Viscount Halifax ‘ . 1277 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury «. . 1283 
The Earl of ee ‘ , r aa a oh .. 1284 
Lord Herries a0 . ot 4s si ih ss es -. 1286 
Lord Tweedmouth - i “ a - -. 1289 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbury “a “a - 7. “ ee 1291 
Lord Braye . ‘“ a os és “s «. 1293 
The Marquess of Salisbury . - ‘i vs i eh -- 1293 


Question, whether “now” shall stand part of the motion, their Lord- 
ships divided. Contents, 96 ; Not-contents, 6. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


Or 


i] 


Trawlers Certificate Suspension Bill [H.L.]—Read 3¢ essa to 
order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ou oe 1295 
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Amendment proposed to be made to the Bill, by leaving out Clause 34.— 
(Mr. Murphy.) 
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House or Lorps Orrices.—First Report from the Select Committee con- 
sidered (according to order), and agreed to... ; » 1295 
Larceny Bill. a * from the Commons, read ie and to be — 
(No. 178.) A 5; : : . 1295 
COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA-—SALARY OF THE GOVERNOR GENERAL.— 
Question, Earl Carrington ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (The Earl of Onslow) . 129 
House adjourned at a quarter before Eight of the clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, TUESDAY, 23rp JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Great Southern and Western Railway Bill | Lords.] (By Orper).—Order 
for consideration, as amended, read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now considered.” 
Mr. T. M. Healy, Louth, N. . 1296 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to end of the Question, and add 
the words, ‘this House is not prepared to consider any Bill relating 
to the Great Southern and Western Company’s system until that 
company has given effect to the parliamentary undertakings for 
which it is responsible respecting the construction of the Cork and 
Fermoy line under the Acts of 1898 and 1899.’”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ... 1301 
The First Lord of the Treasury oe A.J. oo Manchester, ‘E .) ... 1304 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) sos LOG 
Mr. John Redmond (it ‘aterford) .. ... 1308 
Mr. Gilhooly (Cork co., W.) nS" «.» LEQ 
Mr. Barry (Cork co. , 8.) - 5S --- L509 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ~— i 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork: co., Mid) — Lo 
Mr. Lundon (Limer ick, E.) sos Louw 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. : ee | 
Mr. David M Iver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) . .- 1311 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ... ... 1318 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... . 1313 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill considered. 
Mr. Murphy . 1313 
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Question proposed, “ That Clause 34 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Deviz a 
Mr. Field d 
Mr. Condon (Ti ipperar 'Y, E. ) 

Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 
Mr. T. O'Donnell (Kerry, WV.) 

Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, si 

Mr. Murphy us 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


3ill to be read the third time. 


PrivATE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 


INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
following Bill, criginating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, ‘the Standing Orders not prev iously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, namely :—W ‘atford and Dis- 
trict Tramways Bill [Lords]. Ordered, T hat the Bill be read a second 
time - ab me ai sen sis ‘as ae ‘ 


Blackpool Improvement Bill; Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill; Lan- 


cashire and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley Junction Railways) Bill; 
Metropolitan Railway Bili ; Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment 
of Acts) Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to me 


Bolton Corporation Bill a —Read the third time, and _— with 


Amendments ... 


Dover Gas Bill {Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, without amendment 


Albion Steam Coal Company Bill [Lords]; Stockport Corporation 


Water Bill {Lords}.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill :— 


Ordered, That in the case of the Loch Leven Water Power Bill, Standing 
Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
taken into consideration provided amended prints shall have been 
previously deposited.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

3ill accordingly considered, as amended. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 





Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill: Stirling Corporation 


Order Confirmation Bill ; Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords] ; Edinburgh and District Water Order Confirmation 
Bill lords —Under Section 7 7, Sub-section 2, of the Private Legislation 
Procedure aes i Act, 1899. Considered’; to be read the third time 
to-morrow i ols rx jes se , 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Orders Confirmation 
. 1318 


(No. 4) Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed 


f2 
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KILMARNOCK CORPORATION ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Kilmarnock Corporation (to be proceeded with under 
Section 7 of the Act), ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill—‘ To confirm a 
Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Kilmarnock Corporation,” presented accordingly ; and, 
under 62 and 63 Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered upon 
Thursday ism nen ~— ' 


Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords]; Salford Corporation Bill [Lords].— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed... ae ihe iat ies _ peo ree 


Bridewell Hospital Bill [Lords].—Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time 


Bethlem Hospital Bill {Lords].—Reported, with an Amendment ; sopicitan to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed = 


Dover Corporation Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed — as sas - 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 


That they have agreed to:—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill, Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, 
Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Order Confirmation Bill, 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension) Bill without amendment. 

That they have agreed to:—Wells Corporation Water Bill, Stalybridge, 
Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Electricity Board Bill, 
with Amendments. 

They have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Kirkealdy and Dysart Water.” [Kirkcaldy and Dysart 
Water Order Confirmation Bill [Lords, | a sis és 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates Act (1896), ETc., CONTINUANCE BILL.—Petition from 
Kilmarnock, against ; to lie upon the Table.. ies Sih 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION Bill.—Petition from Manchester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


Burau, PoLice, AND PUBLIC HEALTH aaa Bill.—Petition from Renfrew, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ‘e sa - 


CuurcH DiscipLinE.—Petitions for alteration of law, from Tipton, and West 
Ham ; to lie upon the Table.. ; as eh ; 


oe (No, 2) Bitt.—Petition trom Oxford, ae s to lie upon the 
able ‘ in ite une lan ss 


FacToRY AND WorKsSHOP ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Renfrew, 
against ; to lie on the Table ... 
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PREVENTION OF CorRUPTION (No. 2) BILL.—Petition from Birmingham, in 
favour ; to lie on the Table ... vs bea ewe oak nee «-- 1320 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liqguoks TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Edmonton ; Shire ; Bromley-by-Bow ; Huddersfield ; East Dulwich ; 
Wigton ; Alfreton ; and Malvern; to lie on the Table... oes ... 1320 





SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from South Molton, 
against ; to lie upon the Table sve ves tae née ie ..- 1320 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL.—Petitions from St. Giles, Camberwell, in 
1318 favour ; to lie upon the Table $e Soa mer ne a 2, 1530 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


1319 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy presented, of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales, 1899, Part I. (Civil Judicial Statistics), 
1319 edited by John Macdonell, esquire, C. B., LL.D., Master of the ee 


Court [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ie . 1320 


1319 || EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL REPoRTS).—Copy ioe of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Western Division of Scotland for the 
year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... sv wa <a SR 


1319 J Pena ServirupE Acts (ConpitioNaAL LicENcE).—Copy presented, of a 
Licence to be at large granted to Arthur Sturrock, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in Schedule A of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1867 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... avs sad 4 + ESR 


PRISONS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Twenty-third Report of the General 
Prisons Board (Ireland), for 1900-1901, with an Ts [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ans 1321 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ceeciiiain TARY ESTIMATES, 
1901-2).—Estimate presented, of the further sums required to be voted 
for the Service of the year ending 3lst March, 1902 [by Command] ; 
referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 277]... 1321 


Paper LAD ON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HovusE.—Lunacy.— 
“i Copy of Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made and 
1319 the number of patients seen by the several Commissioners in ee 
during the six months ending on the 30th June, 1901 [by Act] . .. 1321 


East INpIA (PusLic Works DepartMENT).—Address for tole of a 
Despatch from the Government of India, dated the 17th day of January, 
1901. and of the reply thereto of the Secretary of State for India in 

1320 Council, dated the 7th day of June, 1901, on the subject of Memorials 

from the Officers of the Public Works Department appointed from the 

1390 Royal Indian Vingitiitties tiie in the — 1873-1878.” ait nr 

ide Kin ; 1321 
g-) - ve 


1320 — STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL :— 


Reported, without Amendment, from the Select Committee, with Minutes 


1999 of Evidence. 
, Special Report from the Select Committee, brought up, and read. 


1320 Reportand Special Reporttolie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No.278.] 1322 


LonpoN UNDERGROUND RaILways.—Report, with Minutes of Evidence, from 
the Joint Committee, brought up, and read. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 279] ... .- 1322 
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QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICA—SUFFERINGS OF LoYAL REFUGEES.—Questions, Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.) and Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answers, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) , 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST Borer Ratmps—Farm Burninc.—Question, Mr. Flynn 
(Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : 


ComMIssION ON DySENTERY.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
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NEW BILLS. 


Lonpon WarterR.—Bill to vest the undertakings of the London Water Com- 
panies in a single public authority ; and for other purposes, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir John Blundell Maple, Mr. Cust, Mr. Kimber, and Mr. 
Arthur Morton. 


London Water Bill.—‘ To vest the undertakings of the London Water Com- 
panies in a single public authority ; and for other purposes,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 6th 
August, and to be printed. [Bill 271.) ... sin ais ies .-» 1351 


RIFLE RANGES.—Bill to promote the acquisition of Rifle Ranges, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. Rea, Sir John Dorington, Lord 
Edmond Fitzmaurice, and Sir John Brunner. 


Rifle Ranges Bill —“ To promote the acquisition of Rifle Ranges,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to 


be printed. [Bill 272] uP can sit ies ba = co» 1388 
LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) :— 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr.Wy pare ens .. 135 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. és .. 135: 


Bill to amend sections fifty-four, fifty-six, fifty-seven, and seventy-one of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, and to make provision 
with respect to the making of rates in certain urban districts in Ire- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Wyndham and Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland. 








Local Government (Ireland) Bill—‘ To amend sections fifty-four, fifty- 
six, fifty seven, and seventy-one of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898, and to make provision with respect to the making of rates'in certain 
urban districts in Ir eland,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 

a second time upon Thur sday, and to be printed. [Bill 273.) 


Education (No. 2) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 
Amendment again proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 5, to leave out sub-clause (1).”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words ‘Where a school board’ 
stand part of the clause.” 








Discussion— 
Ser W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) Ki .» 1354 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfinr, Manchester, ‘E. tig ... 1358 
Mr. Bryce ( Aberdeen, 8.) .. ‘ ..» 1364 
Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) me shit ‘is sii “o hawt 
r Bousfield (Hackney, N ) _ ons sii iis me 
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Sir J. Gorst - 1417 
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(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
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board began to provide the school or class.”—( Mr. Yezall.) 
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The Committee divided:—Ayes, 185; Noes, 112, (Division List 
No. 352.) 

Motion made, and Question, “That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress; and ask leave to sit again”—(i/r. A. J. Balfouwr)—put, and 
agreed to. 

Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow, 

Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill [Lords].—Order for Second Reading 

read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn ies ... 1427 

Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—Order for Second 

Reading read, and discharged. Bill Bow th n. .. 1428 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd ha of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes after One of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 24TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Shannon Water .and Electric Power Bill (By OrpEer).—Lords’ Amend- 


ments considered and agreed to, and consequential Amendments made 


to the Bill 


. 1429 
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Belfast Harbour Bill [Lords] (By OrpER).—Order for the Third Reading 
read. King’s Consent signified. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Bill be now read the third 
time. ” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 82 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 353.) 


Broadstairs and St. Peter’s Water and Improvement Bill [Lords] ; 
Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill om —As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time oe sen ok “ 


Dover Harbour Bill tate —As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time : : srs ha i 


City and Brixton ee 3 Bill nee —Read a second _ and 
committed 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill; Stirling Corporation 
Order Confirmation Bill [Under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899].—Read the third time, and passed .. a ssa 


Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]; 
Edinburgh and District Water Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] 
[Under the Private Legislation Procedure (Seotland) Act, ums —Read 
the third time, ana passed, without amendment , 


PETITIONS. 





AGRICULTURAL RATES AcT (1896), ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
in favour, from Arbroath; Kinross-shire; East Kilbride; Mearns ; 
North Eastern Counties; Mid Annandale; Kincardineshire ; Kippen ; 
Grougar; Jedforest ; Dalrymple; Forres ; Monkton ; Dumbartonshire ; 
Arran; Bute; Breadalbane ; Avondale ; Lauderdale ; Berwickshire ; and 
Central Banffshire ; to lie upon the Table ... * se sits 


EpucATION (CONTINUATION ScHOOLS) BiLL.—Petition from Dewsbury, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘a ‘in ani wa in 


EpucaTion (No. 2) Bitt.— Petition from Worcester, against ; to lie upon the 
Table rt es ‘a ; ” 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Hindley ; Accrington ; Hampstead ; Malvern Link ; and Liss ; to lie 
upon the Table ae aad ae — ost sie ue ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) (ENDOWED ScuHoots Acts).-—Return 
[printed 19th July] to be presented. [No. 280.] ‘ bi ; 


AFrica (No. 7, 1900).—Copy presented, of Report by His Majesty’s Special 
Commissioner on the Protectorate of Uganda, with Map [by —e ; 
to lie upon the Table . ie oe ak : oe 


Loss or Lire at Sea.—Return ordered, “ of the Loss of Life at Sea for the year 
1900 (in continuation of Parliamentary = No. 339, of Session wae . 
—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) ; . 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Ireland) Bill—Order [this day] for 


resuming Adjourned Debate on Second oe read, and discharged, 
Bill withdrawn : = vas . 


Education (No. 2) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHEr (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Youall (Nottinghamshire, W.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 8, after the word ‘class,’ to insert the words ‘ 
any higher elementary school or class according to the Higher ~eted 
tary School Minute, 1900.’ ”—(Mr. Yozall.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Vice-President of the Board of Education ” J. Gorst, spain 
University) ... 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N. ei 

Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Duby) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93; Noes, 110. (Division List No. 354.) 
Mr. Yozall 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 8, after the first word ‘the’ to insert the words 
‘provision or.’”—(Mr. Yorall.) 


Question put, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104 ; Noes, 143. (Division List No. 355.) 
Mr. Herbert Ioberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the word ‘is,’ and insert the words 
‘has been declared by the'Board of Education to be.’”--(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘is’ stand part of the clause.” 


Sir J. Gorst ; 

Mr. Alfred Hutton (York: shire, WR. a Mor rey) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ... 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 

Dr. Macnamara ... 7 
Mr. Norval W. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) one 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) x 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. sie 
Mr. Corrie Grant . 

Sir William Anson (Oxford U niversity 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) ‘ 

Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 185 ; Noes, 138. (Division List No. 356.) 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ... 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘applicable,’ to insert the words 
39 ‘the technical instruction committee of.’”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir J. Gorst ‘iti swe ae ax’ ssa .-- 1458 
Sir Alvert Rollit (Islington, 8) Sag we ms a ae -- 1459 
Mr. Lambert atk ae 5a ees ne ie .. 1463 
39 Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) a rn at — ate .-- 1464 
a Mr. Bryce Sig ian sea Se di --- 1465 
Dr. Macnamara ... - ii _ sei she ake .-- 1466 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) sea an per ini .-» 1467 
Mr. Norval W. Helme... is aie on .-» 1467 
The Solicitor General — Edward Curson, “Dublin University) ... .- 1468 
Mr. Corrie Grant . me sie sie wad .-» 1468 
Question put. 
33 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94 ; Noes, 293. (Division List No. 357.) 
re Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... vais ane a ... 1473 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘applicable,’ to insert the words 
‘in England.’ ”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
35 Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ots aa vie “5 .» 1475 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) a tie is _ .. 1476 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) ie ve ws oa “as we 1477 
Mr. Herbert Roberts — _ ns “he asi ai vod SOUT 
Mr. Ellis _— Raab ae ve wh sa od ... 1478 
Mr. Bryce. eve eee eee eee eee ... 1478 
39 Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 241. (Division List No. 358.) 
Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, W.IR., Otley) ... wr ae se ..- 1483 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 9, to leave out all the words after the word 
‘applicable,’ to the end of the sub-clause, and insert the words, ‘ The 
school board may carry on for the period of one year from that day the 
40 work of such school or class, and may apply to the maintenance of such 
41 school or class such sum out of the school fund as may be necessary, 
41 unless objection to such expenditure be made within thirty days of the 
43 passing of this Act by the council of the county-or county borough, or 
43 any other local authority under the Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 
~~ and 1891, within whose area the school or class is held.’”—(Mr. Duncan.) 
45 &§ Question proposed, ‘That the words ‘ the council of the county or county 
46 Ff borough’ stand part of the clause.” 
47 o. 
49 Sir J. Gorst - eis - “s ve es ee ve -. 1484 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ae af - Be £% Ks, a .. 149] 
Mr. Boyce .. zs xe os s .. 1499 
Mr. Channing (N orthamptonshire, E.) : re ae Pe .. 1492 
Mr. Lloyd-George .. es a” ie 54 ie »s 1493 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 261 ; Noes, 164. (Division List No. 359.) 
Mr. Corrie Grant.. = = oo _ ae s i ss 2497 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ borough,’ to insert the words 


‘or urban district having a population at the Census of 1891 
‘exceeding twenty thousand.’” ‘orrie Grant.) 





Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour a te as - - re - .. 1499 

Col. Nolan (Galway, N.) a i gi ‘5 “ % .. 1499 

Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) Bs = a a ae ne .. 1499 

Mr. A. J. Balfour . ue be es re cs i .. 1500 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. Charles Morley (Brecknock) ... sie Hes i = és» 2500 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘held,’ to insert the words, 
‘acting through a committee composed in equal proportions of members 
of the council and members of the school board or school boards within 
the district.’”—(Mr. Charles Morley.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir J. Gorst bas eo son sae sis ve ce ion SOU 
Question put, and negatived. 

Mr. Bryce ie ae bs ‘i aes as xe »-. 1502 

Mr. Corrie Grant ... sie isi iss = ss an .-. 1502 

Mr. Channing cis is os — oe ais aes »«« 1602 

Mr. Herbert Roberts pe ign Suc a or me ... 1503 

Mr. Ernest Gray ... pit mee is _ dics ie ... 1503 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from the word ‘held’ to the word 
“may ’in line 13.” 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Sir John Gorst ... ih bite ... 1504 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stafordshire Lichfield). the in ... 1504 
Mr. Corrie Grant . P , sh ae .-. 1504 
Mr. Lalouchere (Northampton) ibe sas ae a fae ..» 1505 
Mr. Ernest Gray ... oe wee 14s ae 236 .-- 1605 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Corrie Grant ... Be ss ais sak ee seis ... 1505 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the words ‘with the 
sanction of the Board of Education.’”—(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 
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Page 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
Sir J. Gorst .-» 1506 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ..- 1507 
Dr. Maenamara .-- 1507 
Sir J. Gorst sie .-. 1507 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... ..- 1508 
Mr. Channing ... 1508 
Sir J. Gorst : ... 1509 
Mr. Lough (Islington, WV ) . 1509 
Mr. Ernest Gray .. .-- 1510 
Mr. Bryce . 1512 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 207; Noes, 137. (Division List 
No. 360.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘ That the clause stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 
Question put, “That the Question ‘That the clause stand part of the 
Bill’ be now put.” 
The Committee divided:—Ayes, 205; Noes, 134. (Division List 
No. 361.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 203; Noes, 130. (Division List 
No. 362.) 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Yoxall 1521 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 23, to leave out the word ‘Education,’ and 
insert the words ‘ Higher Grade Schools Temporary.’”—(Mr. Yovall.) 
Question put, “ That the word ‘ education ’ stand part of the clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 194; Noes, 118. (Division List 
No. 363.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 
Sir William Harcowt , 1525 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... ‘ Bs . . 1527 
Question put, “ That the Question ‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ 
be now put.” 
The Committee divided:—Ayes, 186; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 
364.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 
365.) 
Mr. Caldwell és .-» 1533 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buleshire) .-» 1534 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick — .- 1535 


Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) . 
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Question put, “That the Chairman do report the Bill, without amend- 
ment, to the House.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 171; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 
366.) 


Bill reported, without amendment ; to be read the third time upon Mon- 
day next. 


BUSINESS OF THE Housre.—The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir 
William Walrond, Devonshire, Tiverton) ... ii a pas «oe 1589 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 22nd day of this instant 
July, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty minutes after Eight of the clock. mic: 


END OF CONTENTS OF VOL. XCVII. 
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PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 
IN THE 


SECOND SESSION or tHe TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
UniteD Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, 1N THE 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL 


NINTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Thursday, 11th July, 1901. Report from the Select Committee, 


That the Committee had not proceeded 
——— with the consideration of the Bill, the 





TOOK THE OATH. |opposition thereto having been with- 
en Kaul Meade Gunle is Shake | drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
iis ; | Table. The Orders made on the 27th and 


| 28th of June last discharged ; and Bill 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. ‘ 
committed for Tuesday next. 


The King’s Answer to the Address of 
Friday last reported by the Lord Steward 
(E. Pembroke and Montgomery) as follows, LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW 
namely: I have received your Address | WORKS) BILL. ; 
praying that I will order that a sufficient _ Report from the Select Committee, That 
Police Force be in attendance to keep the Committee had not proceeded with 
clear the approaches leading to your the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
House during the trial of John Stanley | tion thereto having been withdrawn. The 
» Earl Russell on an indictment for felony ; Orders made on the 21st anc 25th of June 
: and I will issue directions accordingly. | discharged ; and Bill committed. 


2 comimencemen 


a 





, i es BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Moved, That the Order made on the 
| 21st day of March last, “That no Private 
FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [u.1.]. _| Bill brought from the House of Com- 


Commanns’ Amendments considered and | ™"* shall be read a second time after 
anvesd'4o | Thursday, the 27th day of June next,” be 
g ; 


| dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON | read 2%; agreed to; Bill read 2% 
RAILWAY BILL. | accordingly, and committed. 


Reported, with Amendments. | 
| ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL. Read 3%, with Amendments, and 
Reported, without amendment. passed, and returned to the Commons. 


VOL. XCVII. ([Fourtu Series.} | A 


27% 

















3 Returns, {LORDS} Reports, Lc. 4 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. {HUMBERCOMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND 


Standing Order No. 93 considered : DOCK aia 
(aecording to Order), and dispensed with, | The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
with respect to a petition of the Council | reported from the Select Committee with 
of the Metropolitan Borough of St. | Amendments. 
Marylebone ; leave given to present the | 


said petition. | LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
. si | POWERS) BILL. 
DUNDEE eee ee Col | The order made on the 25th June last, 


_| appointing certain Lords the Select Com- 


‘ $ a é - ° . 
Brought from the Commons, read 14; mittee to consider the Bill discharged. 
to be printed; and (pursuant to the | 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | 

Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 24, | CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 

and reported from the Committee. (No. | BILL. 

159.) |GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN 

RAILWAY BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | ,. 1. ‘TT = 7 Ter ‘ 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING | WEST CUMBERLAND | ELECTRIC 
CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. | TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 14; SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
to be printed; and referred to the Har AY — JUNCTION 
Examiners. (No. 160.) ke 7 ; : 
Report from the Committee of 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES | Selection, That the Viscount Hutchinson 


RAILWAY BILL. (E. Donoughmore) and the Lord Seaton 

Brought from the Commons; read be proposed to the House as members 
1¢; and referred to the Examiners. |of the Select Committee on the said 
| Bills in the place of the Earl of Bradford 


AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS PRO- _ and the Earl Beauchamp; read, and 
VISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION | reed to : 
BILL [H.L.]. | 9 . 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
im-i} RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [H.L.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


COLONIES. 


| 5 r 28 P 4 Ss: > " 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL |, a No. 326, Barbados; Report 
ORDERS (No. 2) BULL [u...]. lead ‘ 


turned from the Commons agreed t ’ 
Return greed to, op ADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


with Amendments. a. aeks ' ' 
No. 2 ortugal (Quilimane). 
KING'S NORTON AND NORTHFIELD | Xo, 9'655° Ohi Weachows. 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL tee ; t 
[H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amendments | 
considered, and agreed to. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Report on the manuscripts of His 
Grace the Duke of Portland, K.G., pre- 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DIS- | served at Welbeck Abbey (Vols. VI. and 

TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. VIL), and the manuscripts of Berwick- 

MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL, | Upon-Tweed and Burford Corporations, 
the counties ef Wilts and Worcester, and 


agar se fees a —_— with _of the Deans and Chapters of Chichester 
the Amendments agreed to. ‘and Salisbury. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. | DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill Forty-third Report of the Board of 


reported from the Select Committee with Superintendence ; with appendices, for 
Amendments. the year 1900-1. 
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Outdoor Relief 


LUNACY. 
Appendices to the Fifty-fifth Report of 
the Commissioners in Lunacy. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





ST. LUCIA (PRISON RULES). 
Amendment of Rule No. 247, relating 
to the remission of sentences. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [H.L.]}. 

Petitions in favour of ; of shop assist- 
ants in Belfast (2); read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
First Report made; to be printed ; 
and to be considered on Tuesday next. 
(No. 158.) 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL, 
Order for the day for the Third Read- 


ing read. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I am | 
afraid that in moving the Third Reading 
of this Bill I must ask for the kind in- 
dulgence of the House while I make a 
statement. When the Bill was read a 
second time I had no idea that there 
would be any serious opposition to it in 
this House. Since then, however, the | 
noble Earl, Lord Northbrook, has given 
notice to move its rejection on Third | 
Reading, and, of course, opposition | 
coming from such a quarter is of the 
most formidable description. The noble | 
Earl has informed me that his oppo- | 
sition to the measure is not an out-and- | 
out opposition, and that it would be | 
advisable for me, in moving the Third | 
Reading, to state to the House, not only | | 
the purport of the Bill, but the reasons | 
which induced me to bring it forward. | 
I do so under a very deep feeling of re- | | 
sponsibility, because this is a Bill in| 
which three and a half millions of the. 


{11 Ju 





Ly 1901} 


interested, and I should regret exceed- 
ingly if, by any omission or bad advocacy 
on my part, I imperilled the Bill in your 
Lordships’ House. The object of the 
Bill is a very simple one. It is to en- 


(Friendly Societies) Biil. 6 





courage thrift, and, by encouraging 
thrift, in the long run to reduce the 


poor rate. Undoubtedly, if this Bill 
should pass into law, the immediate 
effect would possibly be to make a very 
small increase in the amount required 
for outdoor relief ; but if the Bill should 
have the effect that we hope it will have 
—the effect of giving the working classes 
further inducement to become members 
of benefit societies—then we say that in 
the long run outdoor relief will decrease 
and the poor rate be diminished. The 
Bill is so very short that, as regards the 
purport of it, I do not know that I can 
do better than read it to your Lordships. 
The two clauses of the Bill are these :— 
(1) The discretion given by Section 1 of the 
Outdoor Relief Friendly Societies Act, 1894, to 
the boards of guardians to take or not to take 
into consideration the amount received by a 
member of a friendly society as sick pay when 
granting outdoor relief shall be limited as 
hereinafter provided. 


**(2) In granting outdoor relief to a member 
of any friendly society the board of guardians 
shall not take into consideration any sum up to 
five shillings a w eek received from such friendly 
society as sick pay.” 


This Bill has been bitterly opposed by 
the Charity Organisation Society on two 
grounds—firstly, that it is a revolutionary 
measure and entirely upsets the whole 
theory of the Act of Elizabeth, which 
declares that a man’s necessities, and 
not his merits, shall be the sole criterion 
in granting outdoor relief ; secondly, that 
it is exceedingly objectionable inasmuch 
as it singles out members of friendly 
societies for special treatment. Your 


Lordships will see from the Bill that we 


do not propose to compel guardians to 
do anything that it is not lawful for them 
| to do at the present time ; and if it is true 
| that it is wrong to in any respect modify 
or set aside the statute of Elizabeth, that 
wrong was committed, not by this Bill, 
but by the Act of 1894. And if it is 
| wrong to discriminate between thrift 
in friendly societies and other kinds of 
thrift, that wrong, again, was perpe- 
trated under the Act of 1894. I think, 


working classes of this country who! then, in these circumstances, it would 
belong to friendly societies are keenly | be advisable for me to say one word as to 


A2 














7 Outdoor elif 


the reception of the Act of 1894 in the 
House of Commons. It was passed 
without a single dissentient voice. On 


{LORDS} 


the Second Reading, outside the official | 
members of the Government, thirteen | 


Members, in addition to the Member 
in charge of the Bill, spoke upon it, and 


every one of them was most enthusiastic | 


in its favour. In 1894 it was not con- 
sidered, nor is it now in any respect, a 
party question. In 1894 such diverse 
members, politically speaking, as the 
tadical tenant-farmer representative, Mr. 
Lambert, and the present Conservative 
Lord Chief Justice, Lord Alverstone, were 
equally enthusiastic in favour of the Bill ; 
and one of the speakers, a Conservative 
Member—Sir James Rankin, I think— 
hit the nail on the head with regard to 
the Bill when he said that the number 
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plenty of negative evidence that they 
are in favour of the measure. Boards 
of guardians are not backward in pressing 
their views on the Legislature when they 
are opposed to a Bill, but we have heard 
no objections urged by them to this 
measure, and we have this positive piece 
ot evidence in its favour. At the annual 
conference of associations of poor-law 
unions, at which over 200 unions were 
represented, the officials drafted a resolu- 
tion to the effect that this Bill ought not 
to be supported, but the delegates took 
the matter into their own hands, and 
threw over the officials’ resolution in 


.favour of another, which was carried 


of people in receipt of outdoor relief | 


throughout the country had consider- 
ably decreased, and that the greatest 
factor in that decrease had been the 
action of the friendly society. No douht 
this Bill goes further than the Act of 1894, 
but in what respect does it go further / 
The Act of 1894 was permissive, and, in 
my opinion, rightly permissive. I think 
the Legislature would have done wrong 
in admitting this, to some extent, new 
principle, and compelling guardians to 
act upon it without seeing how it would 
work. But we are now in the year 
1901. We have had seven years ex- 
perience of this measure, and is it not the 
case that all the dismal prognostications 
of the Charity Organisation Society have 
proved false! Every year shows that 
boards of guardians are more and more 
desirous of having this Bill made com- 
pulsory, and in the other House there 
was only one dissentient to the com- 
pulsory nature of the measure. The 
Bill is only to a certain extent compul- 
sory; it leaves considerable discretion 
to boards of guardians. I do not think 
it is a right state of things that, after 
seven vears experience of this permissive 
Act, Parliament should do nothing 
whatever to make uniform the principle 
by which boards of guardians are to be 
guided in this matter. I do not know 
what case the noble Earl will make 
against the Bill, but I will venture to say 
—and it is a very significant fact—that 
the boards of guardians throughout the 
country are in favour of it. We have 
Lord Monkswell. 


without a division, endorsing the prin- 
ciple of the Bill and expressing the hope 
that it might become law. I hope your 
Lordships will consider that this Bill, 
which is supported enthusiastically by 
3,500,000 working men, which passed, 


-almost without opposition, through the 


House of Commons, which is approved 
of by the great majority of boards ot 
guardians whose discretion is sought to be 
limited, and which is supported—and 
very enthusiastically supported—by the 
Local Government Board, is one which, 
if it is to be thrown out in your Lord- 
ships’ House, ought not to be thrown out 
except on very good reasons shown. | 
beg to move the Third Reading of the 


Bill. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 34.— 
(The Lord Monkswell). 


*THe Eart of NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I very much regret that I feel it 
my duty to ask your Lordships not to 
give a Third Reading to this Bill, because 
| am sorry to be in any degree in even 
apparent opposition to the two great 
friendly societies whose agents have 
issued a circular to your Lordships in 
favour of the Bill. Those societies have 
done an infinite amount of good in the 
country. and I think I shall show before 
I sit down that it is not in the real in- 
terests of those societies that the Bill 
should become law. I quite agree with 
the noble Lord who introduced it that 
this is in no sense a party question. | 
communicated with the President of the 
Local Government Board upon it, and 
he assured me that although he supported 


the ‘Bill it was not his desire to exercise 
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in this House in re- 
spect to its passing. It was with 
the greatest difficulty that I could 
find any record of this Bill in the pro- 
ceedings of the other House. It was 
passed without much notice and I was 
not even aware that there was such a 
Bill till [ heard the speech of my noble 
friend the Earl of Morley the other even- 
ing, in which he called attention to it and 
gave his reasons against it. The Second 
Reading stage in your Lordships’ House 
came on before an important debate on 
the Army and I doubt whether noble 
Lords paid any attention to it at the 
time. My reasons for opposing the Bill 
aretwo. Inthe first place, in my opinion 
it introduces a very important change 
in the principle of the administration of 
the poor law which ought not to be 
brought forward by a private Member, 
but which should only be under- 
taken after full information has been 
conveyed to Parliament and on the 
responsibility of a Minister of the Crown. 
In the second place, no reasons whatever 
have been adduced—certainly none have 
been stated by the noble Lord who moved 


any pressure 


the Third Reading of the Bill—to show | 
that boards of guardians have not properly | 


exercised the discretion given to them 
by the Act of 1894. The noble Lord 
has given the history ot that Act. It 
had become the practice, although it was 
contrary to the law, for boards of 
guardians to make some addition in out- 
door relief to the sick pay received from a 
friendly society, and the Act of 1894 
was passed to make the practice legal. 
The words of the Act are— 


“ Any board of guardians may, if they think 
fit, _ relief out of the rates to any person 
: notwithstanding such person 
shall be i in receipt of any sum asa member of 
-a friendly society, and in estimating the amount 
of relief it shall be at the discretion of the 
board of guardians whether they will or will 
not take inte consideration the amount which 
may be received by him from such friendly 
society.” 





We had a discussion in this House in 
June, 1894, on the Bill, and the 
Earl of Kimberley, then Leader of the 
Government, stated his opinion— 


“that the Bill could not be defended on 
principle, but only because it made legal a 
practice which largely prevailed. He there- 
fore recommended that discretion should be 
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left to boards of guardians, and that the 
practice should not be allowed to stand on the 
deliberate negligence of the Local Government 
Board.” 


The noble Marquess the present Prime 
Minister expressed a similar opinion. 
The noble Marquess said— 


“In my view, the thing should be done 
according to the circumstances of each case, 
and according to the discretion of the board of 
guardians. There are cases in which it ought 
to be done and others in whichit ought not to 
be done; and it ought to be quite clear that it 
is left absolutely to their discretion.” 


I think that is common sense. But the 
Bill now before the House contains only 
one clause which purports to limit the 
discretion of boards of guardians, but 
in fact destroys that discretion. The 
noble lord who moved the Third Reading 
says that he wishes to secure uni- 
formity; but I contend that in regard 
to the relief of the poor you have to 
deal with each individual case ; there 
should be no such thing as a hard line 
of uniformity. If this Bill passed 
boards of guardians will have to do one 
of two things—they must either refuse 
relief altogether, or not take into con- 
sideration receipts from friendly societies 
up to 5s. [contend that this introduces 
an entirely new principle. After seven 
years experience the noble Lord says we 
ought to go further. If that seven 
years experience shows that boards of 
guardians have properly exercised their 
powers, where is the reason for making 
a change ? 
The main noble 


argument of the 


Lord, and the main argument, I 
think, which should receive  con- 
sideration at the hands of your Lord- 


ships, is that the Bill is supported by the 
great friendly societies. No doubt it is 
true that the Bill is supported by the 
Parliamentary agents of the Manchester 
Unity, which is the largest of all the 
societies, and of the Foresters, which I 
think is the next largest; but at the 
same time they say that very few 
members of friendly societies seek 
parochial aid, and then chiefly in old age. 
Therefore if delay takes place in passing 
this Bill there can be no great hardship 
done to members of friendly societies. 
No doubt there are three and a_ half 
million members of friendly societies, but 
a very small number of them could 
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affected by the change in the law pro- 
posed in this Bill. I regret the change 
of attitude which the friendly societies 
have shown by supporting this Bill. I 
regret it because it is entirely contrary 
to the attitude they took when they had 
the question of old-age pensions before 
them. When my right hon. friend Mr. 
Chamberlain first brought forward the 
question of old-age pensions I had some 
communications with the principal 
officials of the Manchester Unity. I 
thought it quite possible that the great 
friendly societies might welcome the 
co-operation of the Government with 
regard to old-age pensions, and accept 
some kind of arrangement whereby, if 
so much was drawn by a member of a 
friendly society as an old-age pension, an 
equal sum might be given by the State. 
I found there was a strong feeling on 
the part of the friendly societies against 
any arrangement of the kind. I 
doubted their wisdom at the time, but I 
afterwards came to the conclusion that 
they were right in wishing to main- 
tain the independence of the societies, 
and justified in apprehending that 
some kind of Government interference 
might be introduced into the working 
of the societies if the proposal was 
varried out. There is no distinetion 
whatever in principle between State 
aid through the taxes and aid through 
the rates. To supplement 5s. a week 
received from a friendly society from 
the rates is precisely the same thing 
in principle as to do so from the taxes. I 
regret the change of opinion that has 
taken place amongst the friendly societies, 
and I have never seen the report 
of any discussion giving the reasons 
why the friendly societies support this 
measure. The Royal Commission of 
1874, over which the late Lord Iddes- 
leigh, then Sir Stafford Northcote, 
presided, and of which Sir Michael Hicks 
Beach, the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, was a member, pointed out 
the mistake of encouraging a man to 
make a less contribution to a society than 
his means allowed, and to count on 
poor law relief to make up the sum 
required for his support— 

“The tendency of holding out (said the 
Commission) such favours to members o 
friendly societies is to encourage men _ to | 
insure for Jess than their real needs with a 
friendly society, and to count on poor law 


The Earl of Northbrook. 


{LORDS} 
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relief to make up the sum required for 
their support. It cannot be but a mis- 
take to deceive people that they are not 
receiving relief when, in point of fact, they are, 
and to hold out inducements to them to join. 
clubs on the promise that they may then. 
become paupers on more favourable terms.” 


I entirely agree with the conclusions of 
the Commission. Moreover, your Lord- 
ships must recollect that if this Bill is 
passed it will be merely a beginning, 
for it will not be possible to confine the 
application of the principle to friendly 
societies. There was a_ chart laid 
before Parliament last year by the 
Principal Registrar of Friendly Societies. 
which showed that the total funds of 
registered provident societies and of 
certified and Post Office Savings Banks 
was then no less than £322,000,000. 
Of that sum the friendly societies repre- 
sented only £38,000,000, or about one- 
eighth. The Post Office Savings Banks 
had no less than £130,000,000 deposited. 
at that time. Deducting from that sum 
£30,000,000, which, according to the 
best calculations I can make, may be said 
to be subscribed by people in the higher 
class of life, there are at least £ 100,000,000 
in the Post Office Savings Bank sub- 


scribed by the working classes. Is it 


possible to believe, if the principle 
of this Bill is passed, and the 5s. which 
au poor man receives from a friendly 
society is not to be considered when the 
question of his relief comes before the 
guardians, that the other methods 
of providence can be left out of considera- 
tion ? I hope that if some delay is allowed 
to take place before this question is 
settled we shall have further discussions 
by the friendly societies, and some ex- 
planation of the grounds on which they 
support this change. 

As regards boards of guardians. 
although at a meeting of the National. 
Association of Boards of Guardians a. 
resolution may have been passed in 
favour of this Bill, yet I do not 
think that association can be considered 
as thoroughly representative of boards 
of guardians throughout the country. 
According to the noble Lord himself, 
only 200 out of about 700 boards of 


guardians were represented at the 
meeting. There is another body— 
namely, the Poor Law Conference 


which I believe more fully represents 
the opinion of boards of guardians 
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I have looked at the proceedings 
of the central conferences for the past 
three years. The first was presided 
over by Earl Beauchamp, the second 
by the Duke of Northumberland, and 
the third by Captain Griffith-Boscawen. 
I find that no notice whatever has been 
taken of this question at any of the 
central conferences. Neither has there 
been any resolution passed during those 
three years on the subject of this Bill 
at any of the district conferences which 
frequently meet. Neither has it been 
proposed at the central conferences as a 
subject which should be discussed. We 


may assume, therefore, that boards of 


guardians generally do not take the view 
expressed by the noble Lord. The Bill 
was recently considered at a conference 
at Northampton, and the opinion of 
almost everyone present was against it. 
I have received a letter from the clerk to 
the Paddington Union protesting in the 
strongest manner on behalf of the board 
of guardians against the Bill. He 


says— 


“ The main object of poor law administration 
for the last sixty-seven years has been that 
provident habits should be as little as possible 
discouraged, and to reverse such a policy by 
means of such a Bill—the ultimate effects of 
which might be very far-reaching—would appear 
neither just nor equitable.” 


I ascertained the other day that the 


board of guardians in my own neigh- | 


bourhood—the Winchester Union—has 
never heard of the Bill, and, after his 
attention had been called to it, I received 


a letter from the clerk stating that he, 


saw the same objections as were stated 
by the Paddington guardians, I think 
that if its objects were fully explained to 
boards of guardians a very large majority 
of them would be against a measure 


which proposes to take away the dis- | 


cretion which I believe they have wisely 
used in these cases. 

The noble Lord described this as 
asmall measure. I do not think any- 
body who understands the working 
of friendly societies will agree with him. 
The great difficulty they have is in respect 
to their old age pensions. In point of 


fact, sick pay after seventy becomes a 
sort of pension, and it seems to me that, 
if this alteration in the law is passed, 
there may be introduced an old age 
pension 


scheme supported by rates 
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| instead of by taxes. Of all the com- 
/missions and committees that have had 
| to report upon this question, not one of 
'them has recommended such a scheme 
of old age pensions as the supplementing 
of only one kind of savings by payments 
from the poor rate. 

The considerations I have ventured 
to put before your Lordships seem 
to me to justify the conclusion that 
'this House would do wisely not to pass 
the Bill ; at any rate, I hope I have put 
‘forward reasons which will convince 
your Lordships that further inquiry is 
/necessary before deciding upon such a 
very important change in the law. If, 
after further inquiry, it should bethought 
by the Government advisable to legislate 
on these lines, let the Bill be introduced 
on the responsibility of the Government. 
Let the opinion be obtained of boards 
of guardians all over the country, 
of the Poor Law inspectors, and of a 
man probably more qualified than 
‘any other to give a sound cpinion 
on this matter, the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies (Mr. Edward W. 
Brabrook). I asked the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
had consulted Mr. Brabrook, and he 
replied that he had, and that he was not 
in favour of the Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out ‘now’ and add at the end 
of the motion ‘this day three months.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Northbrook.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I think my noble friend who has just 
spoken has both minimised the attitude 
of the House of Commons towards this 
Bill and magnified the importance of it, 
and the change involved by the adoption 
of its proposals. My noble friend said he 
‘experienced difficulty in finding in the 
| journals of the House of Commons any 
trace of the discussion on this Bill. The 
Bill was brought in bya private Member 
belonging to a small minority in the 
| House, and was put down day after day 
so as to come on after midnight, when 
‘the objection of a single Member would 
| have been sufficient to stop it. Yet the 
'hon. Member in charge of the Bill suc- 
‘ceeded in carrying it through all its 
stages up to the Third Reading under 
| these conditions. The Bill came up for 


| 
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Third Reading on a Wednesday afternoon, 
at a time, again,when it would have been 


exceedingly easy for an obstinate member 


to cause the loss of the Bill by talking it 
out. But what happened? There was 
a prolonged debate on the Bill, and it 
was distinctly and directly due to the 
intervention and influence of the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
that it wasreadathird time. It does 
seem to me, therefore, that it is very 
fair to urge that the Bill has received 
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h do not see that a man who has been 
thrifty in other ways is really injured 
by this Bill. It is true that he does not 
| get the same consideration when it comes 
| to a question of relief from the rates, but 
| he does not lose by it, and is not put in 
/any worse position than at present. | 
| do not think my noble friend has made 
/out anything like a clear case against 
| this Bill, and I hope my noble friend will 
carry it to a division. If he does, I shall 
| be glad to support him. 


| 


overwhelming support from the House | 


of Commons. My noble friend brought 
forward two reasons for opposing the 
Bill. He said, first, that it involves a 
great change in the principle of the 
administration of the poor law. That 
is a proposition which I entirely chal- 
lenge. It has already been shown by 
my noble friend Lord Monkswell that 
this Bill involves no change of principle, 
for it is the same in principle as the Act 
of 1894. The only thing the Bill does 
is to make the adoption of the principle 
sanctioned by the Legislature in 1894 
‘ompulsory, and to secure uniformity of 
action by boards of guardians through- 
out the length and breadth of the land. 
It surely is most desirable that you 
should not have this principle given 
effect to in one locality, and a totally 
different principle acted upon in another. 
The noble Earl said we ought to have 
shown that the powers given to boards 
of guardians in 1894 had been im- 
properly used. There is no question of 
the improper use of those powers. Boards 
of guardians have used this power in the 
majority of cases, and I think it is desir- 
able that we should secure uniformity of 
action. My noble friend argued, through- 
out his speech, that this was giving 
old-age pensions by a side-wind, but | 
would remind him that the Bill refers 
simply to the question of sick pay. Sick 
pay, when it is given by friendly societies, 
is temporary relief. 1 believe that only 


in the case of one friendly society—the | 


Hearts of Oak, do they give anything 
in the shape of a permanent allowance. 
I believe under certain circumstances 
the Hearts of Oak give a permanent 
allowance of 4s. a week ; but in the case 
of the ordinary friendly society a man 
who applies is granted sick pay for, say, 
three months, after which time it is 


renewed at a lower figure. After all, 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


| Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortry): My Lords, I 
ventured the other day to call attention 
to the Bill, as it was going into Com- 
| mittee, and I am bound to say, on further 
consideration, that the doubts I then 
entertained as to the expediency of the 
Bill being carried into law have been 
considerably strengthened. The noble 
Lord who last spoke and the noble 
Lord who introduced the Bill both main- 
‘tain that there is no new principle in- 
| volved in this Bill. It seems to me that 
_ there is distinctlya new princ?ple involved. 
The change from discretionary to com- 
pulsory action seems to me a very large 
and very important change, and, al- 
though the Bill only touches a small 
portion of the large subject of poor-law 
administration, still I maintain that it 
‘does introduce a new principle, and one 
| of a very far-reaching character. When 
the Bill of 1894 was read a second time 
| in the House of Commons it was, as my 
‘noble friend Lord Northbrook stated, 
| distinctly and emphatically accepted as a 
discretionary measure. The words of my 
'noble friend, whose absence the House 
so much regrets—the Earl of Kimberley 
—and of the Prime Minister on that 
occasion were of the most emphatic 
/nature that the whole point of the Bill 
was that it should leave the guardians 
absolute discretion. The noble Marquess 
the Prime Minister said— 

“There are cases in which it ought to be 
done, and there are others in which it ought 


not to be done, and it ought to be quite clear 
that it is left absolutely to their discretion.” 


I do not think I have omitted any words 


which qualify the noble Marquess’s 
statement. The Bill at that time, as I 
understand it, was really a measure 
to indemnify the guardians, who had 
been in the habit for many years of not 
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considering the pay given by friendly 
societies in these cases. This was the 
acknowledged practice, and the Act of 
1894, which gave them discretion with 
regard to this particular practice, con- 
doned what was in the strict letter of the 


law an illegal exercise of their powers. | 


By this Bill you will be substituting 
some other test for that of destitution, 
and either the Bill goes too far or it does 
not go far enough. If the principle in- 
volved in the Bill is accepted, why are you 
to refuse to give the same consideration 


to men who have saved money and have | 


put it into savings banks, co-operative 
societies or building societies—all of them 
admirable forms of thrift? Though 
] acknowledge that, if the Bill passes, 
men who have saved in other directions 
than in friendly societies will not be put 
ina worse position ; they will, as a matter 
of fact, be placed in a relatively worse 
position, for they will not receive advan- 
tages which are accorded those who 
have invested in friendly societies. 


Tue Ear or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I hold that this is one of the gravest 
subjects that could be brought under 
the consideration of your Lordships. 
Indeed, so strongly do I feel upon it that 
I gave Lord Monkswell notice that I 
should move the rejection of the Bill on 
Third Reading, but I was glad to find 
that my noble friend Lord Northbrook 
hadalready undertaken to do so. The 
state of the law, as laid down by the Poor 
Law Commissioners in 1832, was this: 
that in giving outdoor relief boards of 
guardians were to take into considera- 
tion whatever means or income the 
applicant had, and fix the relief in pro- 
portion. The principle of giving dis- 
cretion to boards of guardians in this 
matter was introduced in the Act of 
1894. But this is a revolutionary Bill, 
because it makes it compulsory on the 
guardians to administer outdoor relief in 
a method directly contrary to the views 
of the Commissioners of 1832 and 1834. 
My noble friend Lord Tweedmouth 
said this was the private Bill of a private 
Member. That is the worst thing he 
could have said of it. The names of 


twelve private Members were on the 
back of this Bill in the House of Com- 
mons, and I said to a friend of mine 
in the other House, 
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|twelve Members? Are they genuine 
| philanthropists or vote-hunting humani- 
|tarians!"’ He replied that, with one 
|exception—I will not give the name of 
| that gentleman—they were vote-hunting 
/humanitarians, and that the one excep- 
tion had his name on the back of almost 
every bad Bill, and was everything to 
everybody on all things. I contend 
that such a change as that proposed 
in this Bill ought not to be proposed 
except by the Government after careful 
inquiry. The danger of relaxing the 
method of administering outdoor reliet 
is that we may go back to the state 
of things which existed seventy years ago, 
when the majority of the working people 
of England were absolutely demoralised 
by the way in which the poor law was 
administered. The following is an ex- 
tract from the report of the Poor Law 
Commissioners of 1832— 


“Tt is our painful duty to report that the 
fund raised under the 48rd _ Elizabeth—the 
original poor law—is applied to purposes 
opposed to the letter and spirit of that law and 
destructive to the morals of the most 
numerous class and to the welfare of all. A 
great source of abuse is the out-door relief 
afforded to the able-bodied.” 


This is what the overseer of Kettering 
said as to the demoralised state into 
which the labouring classes had been 
brought— 

“The men’s remark is—‘I must have my 
12s. or 10s. a week whether I work or not. I 
would not be such a fool as to work. Blast 
work! Damn me if I work !’” 

That is a specimen of what England was 
reduced to in those days by lax adminis- 
tration of the poor law. Since 1832, 
when the poor law was made more 


stringent, the number of friendly 
societies has increased from 300 to 
between 2,000 and 3,000. And why 


have they increased so enormously? It 
is entirely owing to the spirit of inde- 
pendence and thritt which has been 
established ; and | would impress upon 
your Lordships the importance of this 
question not being dealt with except by 


| His Majesty’s Government after full 


inquiry. I cannot do better than con- 
clude by reading to your Lordships the 
last passage in an address on ‘“ The 
English Poor Lawand Friendly Societies,” 


/by Mr. Chance, M.A., barrister-at-law— 


“The friendly societies have, up to now, 


“Who are these! fought a splendid fight for freedom and in- 
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dependence. I pray that they may not be 
misled, but that they will steel themselves 
against the temptations which a few leaders, 


false to the whole tradition of the friendly | 


society movement, are holding out to them; 
and I hope guardians of the poor will not give 

way tothe importunity of these false guides, 
but hold on to the sheet anchor of the English 
poor law, which is, that relief should only be 
given out of the public moneys to the destitute, 
and that in relieving destitution every source 
of income of the applicant must be taken into 
account.” 

Those are sound words, and I believe 
that instead of passing another Bill to 
make compulsory what is now permissive, 
it would be better to repeal the permissive 
Act of 1894. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I hope the House will not reject 
this Bill without full consideration. The 
Government take no part with regard to 
it, and, though the President of the Local 
Government Board strongly supported 
the Bill in the House of Commons, that 
was not an official act on his part, and the 
opinions which I shall express will only 
be my own personal opinions. You have 
had placed before you the views of a 
great many bodies, and there has been a 
question raised as to whether opinion has 
been sufficiently obtained or not. If I 
may be allowed to say so, I care very 
little for the opinions of the friendly 
societies themselves, who may be in- 
terested, or of the Charity Organis sation 
Society. I agree with my noble friend 
that we ought not to be governed entirely 
by the opinion of the House of Commons, 
but I venture, with great respect, to ask 
him whether he is justified in speaking 
of Members of the other House as vote- 
hunting humanitarians. It is possible 
that Gentlemen so styled may make it a 
pretext for moving the adjournment of 
the House. I can assure the roble Lord 
that when I was in the House of Commons 
hon. Members always spoke of him and 
other noble Lords with bated breath. 
What are the real merits of this Bill ? 
A strong feeling has grown up in this 
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| precepts. 


| Man says, 
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country that every consideration should 
be shown to the man who has displayed 
habits of thrift, and that everything that 
can be done should be done to raise up: 


_that portion of the community who may 


be described as the deserving poor. One 
statute passed which would show that we. 
looked favourably upon this kind of thrift 
would be of far more value than all the 
Let us take the case of two 
agricultural labourers discussing the 
question whether they should contribute 
to a friendly society or not. The first 
““T am a poor man, but I am 
going to pay 6d. a week into a friendly 
society, and I do so because I know that 
when I am sick I shall have 5s. a week to 
supplement the relief I may get.” The 
other says, “I am going to spend my 
6d. a week in the public-house, because 
if you go to the union they will take the 
5s. a week you get from your friendly 
society from you in relief of the rates, or 
they will say—‘Look to your friendly 
society payment; we will give you 
nothing.’ Thus we shall be exactly in the 
same position, as I shall have 5s. a week 
from the rates, except thet I shall have 
been having my beer all the time.” If 
this Bill is rejected the argument of the 
man who goes to the public-house would 
be unanswerable. I desire to see every 
encouragement given to the thrifty man. 
Three-fourths of the unions have already 
accepted the Act of 1894, and what is 
required now is uniformity. If this 
measure will encourage the thrifty man 
as against the man who spends all his 
money, is it wise to reject it? The noble 
Lord contended that if you allow this in 
regard to friendly societies you ought to 
extend it to other societies, but I would 
appeal to your Lordships not to allow the 
best to be the enemy of the good. 


On Question, Whether “ now ”’ shall 
stand part of the motion, their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 39; Non-contents, 
66. 


CONTENTS. 
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| Portman, V. 


| Ardilaun, L. 
Avebury, L. 
Barnard, L. 
| Belper, L. 


Calthorpe, L. 


| Castletown, L. 
| Clonbrock, L. 
| Crofton, L. 
de Ros, L. 
Cobham, V. 


Resolved in the negative. 
Bill to be read 3¢ this day three months. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 34 on Monday 
next. 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMIS- 
SIONERS — THE NETHERLANDS 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 

THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, Irise to call attention to the Report 
of the Transvaal Concessions Commis- 
sioners in regard to the Netherlands 
South African Railway Company, and 
to their finding that— 

“the company did initiate and organise, before 

war was declared, elaborate plans, and after- 

wards effectively carried them out, causing 
great damage, delay, and loss to the Queen’s 
armies ”’”— 

toask what fine or other punishment it is 

intended to inflict for these belligerent 

operations conducted by a private com- 
pany against the Queen; also, to ask 
whether any representations have been 
made by any foreign Government in 
regard to this company; and, if so, 
whether the Papers can be laid upon the 


Hutchinson, V. (£. Donough- | 


Templetown, V. 


| Brougham and Vaux, L. 


Carysfort, L. (£. Carysfort.) 


De Saumarez, L. 





Dunboyne, L. 

Fairlie, L. (2. Glasgow.) 
Harlech, L. 

Hatherton, L. 

Hay, L. (£. Kinnoul.) 
Heneage, L. [Zedler.] 
Hobhouse, L. 

Hylton, L. 
Lindley, L. 
Lingen, L. 
Monek, L. 
Norton, L. 
Poltimore, L. 

Ponsonby, L.(£. Bessborovgh.) 
tobertson, L. 

Seaton, L. 

Sherborne, L. 

Stalbridge, L. 

Stanmore, L. 

Suffield, L. 

Templemore, L. 

Ventry, L. 

Wemyss, L. (EZ. Wemyss.) 
Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


Montmorency, | 


(V. Monck:) 


Table. I think I may take it for granted 
that nearly all your Lordships are ac- 
quainted with the Report of the Commis- 
sioners who were appointed to inquire 
into the Transvaal concessions—at least, 
with that portion of their Report which 
relates to the Netherlands South African 
Railway Company. This company has 
played a very important part in South 
African history since it was made, some 
ten or eleven years ago. Your Lordships 
will remember that the undertaking was 
essentially Hollander in character. Its 
administration was composed of nine or 
ten commissioners, one half at least of 
whom were Hollanders resident in. 
Holland. Two out of three of the 
managing directors had to be, and, in 
practice, the whole of them were, Hol- 
landers. ‘The company itself had been 
intimately connected with the Transvaal 
Government, even so far as this, that it 
had been entrusted with the collection of 
part of the customs of the country. In 
this war the railway company, as | have 
said, has played a very important part, 
and I desire to place before the House 
briefly an account of what has taken 
place. I am happy to be able to assure 
your Lordships that it will not be neces- 
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siry for me to read at length long ex- 
tracts from the three Blue-books, which, 
however, are amply deserving of careful 
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consideration and attention from your | 


Lordships. It so happens that in this 
case the evidence is of a very direct kind. 
Indeed, all the statements which I shall 
make—and I shall make some very posi- 
tive statements—are drawn, without 
exception, from the diary of M. Van 
Kretschmar, the directing manager of 
t e railway in the Transvaal, from the 
evidence of officials of the railway who 
took part in the war against the British 
Government, and f other direct 





trom 
sources of that kind. 
When the war was in contemplation, 
and some months before it began—in the 
month, I think, of Julyv—M. Van Kret- 
schmar, who was a Hollander of the 
Hollanders, or, rather, 1 ought to say, a 
Boer of the Boers, took upon himself 
to become the direct adviser of the Trans- 
vaal Government. He saw at that time 
that they were not, as he thought, pro- 
perly prepared for the possible invasion 
of their territories by British troops 
through Natal. He accordingly con- 
sulted General Joubert, and afterwards 
had a number of interviews with the 
Transvaal Executive Committee, the 
result of which was that he concocted 
and they accepted a plan for the destruc- 
tion of the bridge at Standerton, and 
other bridges of the sort. They had 
it fixed firmly in their mind that there 
would be an invasion by railway, possibly 
by armoured trains, and they prepared 
with the help of M. Van Kretschmar to 
meet that contingency. [ shall ask your 
Lordships to draw a distinction between 
M. Van Kretschmar in his private capa- 
city, and in his capacity as director of the 
railway. In his private capacity, as I 
hive said, he was a Hollander of the 
Hollanders. He hoped and believed that 
the result of the war would be a Greater 
Holland. He wrote that— 
“The fall of England shall be the crown of 
t he end of the 19th century.” 
And he thoroughly believed, as appeared 
from his letters, that the success of the 
Boers would be quick and certain. When 
events took a different course, he un- 
doubtedly went through a great deal of 
agony of mind. His last words were— 
“Gone are the dreams of a greater Holland 
for ever. We have mistaken our kinsmen, 


The Earl of Camperdown. 
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who are tired of us. We are too good for them, 
There isan end for us of all our illusions aboyt 
South Africa.” 


M. Van Kretschmar is by no means the 
only person who would be glad to see 
the fall of England. No one can prevent 
him entertaining these opinions in his 
private capacity. But M. Van Kret. 
schmar had another capacity—that of 
managing director of a private railway, 
He acted as the trusted adviser of the 
Transvaal Executive before the outbreak 
of the war. He went further. He was 
anxious to take part in the war himself, 
and to make the officials of his company 
take part in it. So he suggested to the 
Executive Government that they should 
put in force Article 22 of the original 
concession, under which he hoped that he 
might be able to do a great deal for them 
without running very much risk for his 


company. He proposed to levy a force 
for them among the officials of the 
company. I may say that the Transvaal 


Executive thought, in the first instance, 
not being very clever, that it was hardly 
necessary to put Article 22 in force, ke- 


cause they knew how’ good M. Van 
Kretschmar’s intentions were; but he 


showed them that it was in his interests, 
and with a view of saving the company, 
that he wished it to be put in force, and 
eventually they did put it in force. There 
upon M. Van Kretschmar proceeded to 
issue to his staff certain service orders 
In the first, on 7th September he am 
nounced that half-pay would be allowed 
to single men and two-thirds pay to 
married men who were commandeered: 
and that volunteers would be given leave 
of absence, but would not receive salary. 
The latter proved to be rather unfor 
tunate, because there was very little 
volunteering, and he then issued a further 
order which said that— 

“The submitting of names to the com: 

mittees shall not be considered as voluntary 
offering of services, and is generally recom 
mended.”’ 
He never warned those who were serving 
under him, and who were not burghers, 
that it was not in the power of the Tran 
vaal Government to force them to serve, 
and after a time he discharged those who 
would not volunteer. These men went 
to their consuls and complained, and this 
is what M. Van Kretschmar wrote to the 
consuls on 9th Mareh, 1900— 
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“ When it appeared thatthe traftic decreased 
considerably we had a larger staff than we re- 
quired, who, under the existing conditions, we 
were entitled to discharge. We considered, 
however, that these persons also should parti- 
cipate in the advantage which was granted to 
those who were compelled to do military duty. 
of which 
Those who do not like this may, according to 


honourable discharge.” 
That was his way of preserving neu- 
trality. 


Transvaal Republic; and I may say, 
further, that they received their pay 
from the company, who, as they said, 
“debited it to the Transvaal Republic,”’ 
whatever that might mean. These men 





did almost incalculable damage to the 
British forces and colonies. One lot of 
them—a bridge-destroying lot—went 
down into Natal, blew up the bridge at 
(olenso and other bridges lower down, 
and when the fortunes of war turned, 
and they were on the retreat, thev blew 
up every bridge in succession. They 
destroyed the tunnel at Laing’s Nek, 
and subsequently destroyed and made 
useless a great portion of their rolling 
stock. Another lot went down into 
Cape Colony, blew up bridges there, and 
did other damage. The main body at 
Pretoria, under M. Van Kretsehmar him- 
self, made ammunition, repaired cannon, 
and discharged active military services 
of every kind, all the time receiving pay 
direct trom the railway company. The 
evidence of Lord Roberts and Sir Perey 
Girouard before the Commission showed 
that their attitude was insulting and 
defiant. They said they would obey the 
orders of no one except the Transvaal 
(Government, and, to quote the words of 
Sir Perey Girouard, “ they behaved pre- 
cisely as a belligerent State railway.” 
Let us consider for a moment Section 22 
of the Concession. I will read it to vour 
Lordships, because it is upon that section 
that M. Van Kretschmar and his com- 
pany rely. The section is as follows— 
“In case of danger of war, in war time, or 
in case of intestine disturbances the Govern- 
ment may, in the interest of the defence or of 
the public peace, dispose of the railway and all 
that is required for the use thereof, and may 


order the ordinary traffic thereon to cease | 


wholly or in part, and command all such 
measures to be taken as they may deem 
necessary.” 


What is the meaning of that section, 


and what did M. Van Kretschmar take , 
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offer many availed themselves. | 


the provisions applicable to them, obtain their | 


The result was that a large | 
hody of men entered the service of the | 
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it to mean? M. Van Kretschmar took 
it that it entitled him to raise a force, 
even composed of persons belonging to 
nations which were friendly with the 
| British Government, to assist the Trans- 
-vaal. The question was put to him by 
the Chairman of the Commission— 

“Do you consider that an Article in a commer- 
| cial concession such as Article 22 would justify 
| you in organising a force of men belonging to 
nations friendly to the English Government 
in an army arrayed against that Govern- 
ment?” 


And M. Van Kretschmar replied— 

“Well, I did organise that force, but I think 
that the Government had a right to expect 
us to organise that force from the men in our 
| employ.” 

He interpreted the Article in his own 
way without consulting any lawyers. 
But a strange state of things would pre- 
vail if a private company were enabled, 
by any arrangement with the Govern- 
ment, to evade all principles of inter- 
national law and aid and abet that 
Government by military action. The 
undertaking may be a very good one as 
between M. Van Kretschmar and the 
Transvaal Government, but what force 
has it when applied to other countries ? 
Further, did M. Van Kretschmar or his 
commissioners really believe that their 
action was covered by this Article? M. 
Van Kretschmar destroyed a great many 
papers, but I cannot understand how he 
was foolish enough to leave his diary 
and these incriminating letters behind. 
This is what happened in the first in- 
stance. The commissioners were very 
pleased with what he had done, and asked 
him to send the names of some of the 
members of the staff who had performed 
these valiant actions in order that they 
might be inserted in the annual report. 
But, all of a sudden, the commissioners 
changed their mind, and in reply to a 
letter from them in April, 1899, M. 
Van Kretschmar wrote— 

“Your remarks with regard to strict 
neutrality are not very refreshing to me. I 
have, by asking for special orders, tried as 
much as possible to save the appearance of 
neutrality. According to your interpretation 
in your last letter I have not always succeeded 
in this.” 

M. Van Kretschmar’s own words were— 

“T am afraid we have hopelessly com- 
promised ourselves in deed, word, and writing. 
We have made cannon and ammunition; we 
have sold material to the Republics; we have 
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blown up bridges on English territory, and in the English Blue-book on the Trans 
have not discharged our staff on commando.” yaa] concessions. A reply was given on 
1 must apologise to your Lordships for behalf of the board, who declared them- 
going through these occurrences, but I selves convinced of having done their 
have done so as shortly as I could. And whole duty, and added that they would 
now I come to the point. What is to be not hesitate to do the same should they 
done to this company? In the first find themselves again confronted by the 
place, what is the amount of damage same difficulties. That sounded very 
that has been done? M. Van Kretsch- well, and Maitre Stuart, in the name of 
mar was asked in the witness-box the French shareholders, said he “ took 
whether he could form any estimate of note of the correct attitude of the repre- 
the damage, but he said he had no means sentatives of the company.” But, in 
of doing so. He quite admits that the view of the fact that the French group 
damage has been enormous ; in fact, it was not represented on the board, 
is impossible to deny it. What, then, is he observed that the French share- 
to be done? This is not a question as to holders could not assume responsibility 
shareholders and debenture holders; it for the board, if there should be any 
is the case of a private company which question thereof, since the company had 
has made war on this country. Isubmit been managed exclusively by the German 
that the question of fining, or of making and Dutch shareholders. Maitre van 
some arrangement that would really go Nicrop, who, I should judge. from his 
home to the company, is the first matter name, must have represented the Dutch 
that ought to be considered. The com- shareholders, said he had no desire to 
missioners and managers, and the share- criticise the proceedings of the board, 
holders who elected those officials, were but he wished to say that, reservation 
responsible for the conduct of this com- having been made by a certain group 
pany. If the Boers had been successful of shareholders, he must at least 
they would, no doubt, have reaped great make a similar reservation on behalf 
advantages which they would not have of the shares which he represented. 
refused to accept; but matters took a Your Lordships will not be surprised 
different turn, and the company thought to hear that finally the proposal of 
it would be well to write to Mr. Chamber- the board to adjourn the meeting till 
lain. The following is the concluding October was adopted unanimously. It 
passage of the letter, which is dated is to be observed that no one is respon- 
14th January of this year— sible. The directors and commissioners 

“In conclusion, we beg to point out that His claim to be covered by Section 22, and the 
Majesty’s Government is now in possession of shareholders hold themselves as not re 
the company’s railway, and that the share-| sponsible when assured by their directors 
holders and{debenture holders have for many that they have done nothing bese eolall 


months been deprived of all receipts from the Z : 
line. This state of things is financially very Was quite correct. A committee to pro- 


serious, and we trust it will not be prolonged. tect the interests of German shareholders, 
We have not yet been informed whether it is which is called the Schutz Comite, claim 


the intention of His Majesty’s Government to rae | 6 é 
exercise the ‘rights and fulfil the obligations of ‘© represent 8,699 shares “ all honourably 


the Government which granted the concession, transferred since the war began,” but I 
or what other course is in contemplation.” should like to see those transfers. I 
was very much struck with an enclosure 
which was sent to the Government by 
the German Embassy, in which this com- 
mittee say :— 


This was signed by M. Vanden Wall Bake 
and M. J. Van Kretschmar, who set to 
work and organised the destruction of 
this very railway, and who now say that ee 

it is inconvenient that they are not get- . “The acquisition of shares has markedly 
‘ . a increased in Germany in proportion to the 
ting any receipts from it. The annual success of English arms in South Africa.” 
meeting of the company was held at 

Amsterdam on 29th June. M. Vanden And they go on to say :— 

Wall Bake having spoken, a gentleman, “If the value depreciates just those share- 
who appeared for the French share- holders will be affected who bought on the 
holders—Maitre Stuart—asked the direc- *tTength of the victory of English arms.’ 

tors whether they could furnish any There’s a compliment to this country ! 

information in reference to the statements The French and the Dutch have started 


7 \ 
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a committee too, and they write over] panies that it is possible to defy all the 
and say they are responsible for 4,695 | first principles of international law with 
shares. They do not say they are trans- | comparative impunity. 
fers, but they state that 4,695 ‘ inno- | 
cent’ shares are held in France and in | *THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
Amsterdam. According to a Return| FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
which was issued eighteen months ago of LanspowNE): I am sorry to dis- 
at my request the Transvaal Republic | appoint my noble friend, but I'am afraid 
held 5,713 shares out of a total number | must tell him that the question is not 
of 14,000. These two committees say | one to which it is possible for us to give 
they are responsible for 13,394 shares an answer at present. We have, it is 
between them, and I desire to know what | ‘true, had before us for some weeks the 
has become of the 5,713 shares which | Report of the Transvaal Concessions 
were held by the Transvaal Republic. /Commission. That Report, however, 
One word with regard to foreign | deals not only with the Netherlands 
Governments. If there should be any | Railway but with many other South 
representation made by a foreign Govern- African concessions, numbering twenty- 
ment, the best reply would be to send|three in all. The questions involved 
them a copy of the Blue-books from are questions of great difficulty and 
which I have quoted, and ask them what gravity—questions of international law 
in their opinion the board deserves. But | and of general policy, which it is necessary 
this is not a question of shares and deben- for us to examine not only with the 
tures. What does it matter to us whether utmost care, but with a full knowledge 
these shares are held by Frenchmen, of the facts, and also with reference to 
Dutchmen, or Englishmen? The com- the arrangements which will have to be 
pany must stand or fall by the action of made for the future administration of 
its administration, and indemnity is the the two late Republics. We cannot, in 
first and most important question to these circumstances, undertake to state 
which His Majesty's Government should at this moment how we shall deal with 
direct attention. What is the damage the particular concession to which the 
that has been done? None of us can question refers. But I am able to say 
measure it. The war has cost £1,250,000 that it seems to us that in dealing with 
per week. How many weeks may we the holders of the securities of the com- 
fairly attribute to the officials of this | pany we shall have to draw a distinction 
company? Immense has been the! between those persons who had acquired 
amount of damage the company has an interest in the railway as bona fide 
done to its own property that they might | investors before the outbreak of the war 
do damage to us, and they have perse- | and those whose interest was acquired 
vered in it to the bitter end. If the war | subsequently. It is also to be borne in 
had resulted in favour of the Boers we mind that the Proclamation of 19th 
know perfectly well what would have! March, 1900, gave notice that Her 
been the result. M. Van Kretschmar | Majesty’s Government would not recog- 
and his Hollander compatriots would | nise as valid or effectual— 
have profited largely, and so would the; Any alienations of property, whether of 
shareholders. Fortunately, the war has tands, railways, mines, or mining rights, within 
not ended in that way, and M. Van the territories of the South African Republic 
Kretschmar sees that all his dreams of a or Orange Free State, or any interest therein, 


. r of whatsoever nature, or any charges or 
é é ave vanished. é eee 
greater Holland have vanished. What encumbrances of whatsoever description, upon 


is to be done now? I do not wish to any such property or interest as aforesaid, 
urge a policy of revenge or anything of effected, declared, charged, or made by the 
that kind, but this is a case for the | Governments of the South African Republic or 
application of the principles of strict Orange Free State subsequently to the date of 


justice. A private company has chosen | satel onsaaaniiaen 
to act as if it were a belligerent nation, | In order to ascertain how far such a dis- 
and it must take the consequences of tinction as I have suggested can be 
such action. It would be an unfortunate | established, we propose to invite all 
thing, indeed, if this private company | holders of the securities of the Nether- 
were to furnish an example to other com- | lands South African Railway Company 
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to supply us with full particulars as to| Standing Order is not working very 
the extent of their holding and the | satisfactorily, and last year I discussed 
date at which they acquired it. Measures the question with my right hon. friend 
will be taken at once with this object.| Mr. Chaplin, who was then at the head 
In reply to the other question of the| of the Local Government Board, and we 
noble Lord, communications have been | decided that it was desirable that some 
received from several foreign govern-| modification should be introduced into 
ments in regard to the pecuniary interests | the Order. In the middle of July Mr. 
of their nationals in the Netherlands | Chaplin, who as I have said was then at 


Tramway {LORDS} Undertakings, &e. 










South African Railway. the head of the Local Government 
Board, said on the Third Reading of the 
| Housing of the Working Classes Bill— 

| “After a conference with the Chairmen of 
| Committees in both Houses, I am in a position 
to say that the Government are willing to make 
; Such alterations in that Standing Order — ” 


TRAMWAY UNDERTAKINGS—CONSENTS 
OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES—AMEND.- 
MENT OF STANDING ORDER 22. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 

(The Earl of Mortey): My Lords, for 

some weeks, or | may say for some 


months, your Lordships may have ob- | 


served a motion in my name on the) 
Paper, with no day named, for an 
amendment of Standing Order 22, 
which relates to the necessity of tram- | 
way undertakings obtaining the con- | 
sents of the councils of the districts 
through which they pass before they | 
can be introduced into Parliament. | 
I have, in consequence of circumstances | 
which I will presently as shortly as I) 
can tell your Lordships, withdrawn that | 
motion for the present, but I thought 
it was due to the House, and also I was | 
anxious on my own account to make 
a short statement to the House giving 
the reasons I have for taking this action, | 
and also the reasons I had for originally 
placing the motions on your Lordships’ | 
Table. 

The Standing Order in question is 
one which is familiar to those of your 
Lordships who are interested in private 
Bill legislation. It provides that no 
company can promote a tramway under- 
taking, nor can any municipality pro-| 
mote a tramway undertaking outside | 
its own district, without obtaining the 
consent of the council through whose 
district the tramway passes, or, if there | 
are several districts through which the 
tramway passes, of councils representing 
two-thirds of the whole length the 
tramway passes. Now this is not merely 
an ordinary power of the district councils | 
to oppose, but it is what is called an 
‘** Examiners’ Order,” which means that 
it must be proved before the Examiner | 
before the project can be in any way | 
discussed by Parliament. It has occurred | 
to me for some time past that that | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne, 


| Committee the decision as to 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


that is the Standing Order I am now 
referring to— 


‘and propose them in due course, as will modify 


| those restrictions and allow the question to be 


brought before Parliament and leave to the 
whether the 
matter should go forward or not.” 


A little later on in the session my noble 
friend Lord Ribblesdale, speaking on 
behalf of the London County Council, 
asked me a question in the House with 
regard to this modification of the Stand- 
ing Order, and I then expressed my 
sympathy with him in desiring that 
modification, and I practically under- 
took to introduce an Amendment into 
the Standing Order to effect the object 


which at that time we both had in 
i'view. I did not think it was right last 


session, in the middle of August, to 


/ move so important an Amendment of the 


Standing Order, and I thought it would 
be in every way desirable that local 
bodies throughout the country should 
have ample notice that such a motion 


'was in contemplation and that they 


should have an opportunity of expressing 
their opinion upon it. 

At the beginning of this session | 
again gave notice of this motion, but, my 
Lords, I then found that the London 


| County Council were not so anxious to 


have the Amendment which they had 
desired last year, and I also found as the 
session went on that there was little or 
no intention of moving the proposed 
Amendment in the House of Commons. 


/I need not point out to the House that 


it is very desirable that the Standing 
Orders of the two Houses should be the 
same, or, as nearly as possible the same, 
and even if that were not necessary it 
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would be perfectly useless for me to move | distinct way to repudiate anything of 
the Amendment which was in my name|the kind. My Amendment had really 
on the Paper unless the same course was | less to do with London than the rest of 
taken in the House of Commons as, of | the kingdom. My chief objections to 
course, if one House insisted on the con- | the Order are not with regard to London, 
sent as a preliminary condition to the | though there are inconveniences in the 
Bill being considered in Parliament, it | area of London itself ; and it was abso- 
would be perfectly useless for the other |lutely absurd to suppose that my pro- 
House to abolish that consent. Under | posed Amendments of the Standing 
those conditions, which I am afraid I | Order were directed in any way against 
have had to explain at some little length, | these new municipalities of London. 
Ihave for a time, at any rate, abandoned | They were directed against what | 
the motion which stood in my name. | thought was a mistake in the Standing 
Ishould further explain that I received | Orders as applied to every municipality 
in the course of the session a great many | and local authority throughout the 
representations from local bodies as to | Whole of England and Wales. That, | 
the desirability or the undesirability of | think, disposes of any idea that may be 
the course that I was advocating. There | entertained that I had any desire to 
was by no means unanimity. I found | injure the prestige or the powers of the 
in the country with regard to the ques- | London municipalities. 
tion, but undoubtedly with the London| But now, my Lords, if you will allow 








municipalities, and also at present, I| me, I wish to explain briefly why it was 
think, though I speak subject to correc- that I thought the Standing Order was 
tion as to that, in the London County not acting satisfactorily. The Tram- 
Council, there is a feeling adverse to the ways Act, as the House is aware, was 
course that I propose to take. The) passed more than thirty years ago— 
London County Council and the muni- in 1870—and in the ‘Tramways Act, 
cipalities in London are really in a dif-| which dealt only with Board of Trade 
ferent position with regard to tramways | Provisional Orders, it was laid down that 
from municipalities in other parts of the the consents of local authorities should 
country. In London the municipalities | be given. Well, as I have told the House 
are not the local authority under the’ before, the local authorities in those days 
Tramways Act; the London County | differed very much from what they would 
Council is the tramway authority, but | do now if the Act were re-enacted, and I 
the municipalities are the road authori- would impress upon my noble friends in 
ties. In other municipalities the road the Government the importance of re- 
authority an! the tramway authority viewing the tramway legislation with a 


are at one; so that in London if the view of putting matters of that kind 


tramway authority (that is, the London right. The Tramways Act, of course, did 
County Council) desire to make a tram- not impose upon the promoters of Bills 
way through any district they cannot the same disabilities that it did upon pro- 
do so without obtaining the preliminary moters of Orders, but the House of 
consent of the municipality through Commons, very soon after 1870, and the 
which they desire the line to run, and House of Lords, I think, a year or 
ifa company desire to run a tramway two later still, made this Standing Order, 
through any district they have not which I now desire to amend, which ren- 
merely to get the consent of the munici- dered the consents of local authorities 
pality as road authority, but they also necessary as a preliminary condition to 
have to get the consent of the all tramway schemes being brought 
London County Council as the tramway | before Parliament. For reasons I shall 
authority. I found, as I said, that in, presently give | do not think that that 
London the municipalities were against worked satisfactorily. It is perfectly 
my suggestion entirely, and an idea true, andit has been suggested to me as 
seemed to prevail in their minds that a remedy, that the Standing Orders 
I was anxious in some way to derogate Committee has power to dispense with 
from the powers that they, or rather the any of the Standing Orders. But, my 
vestries who preceded them, enjoyed. Lords, in the case of this particular Stand+ 
Now I wish in the most emphatic and jing Order, with two slight exceptions, 
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the Order has never been dispensed with, | 
and those exceptions took place this year | 
under circumstances with which I need 
not trouble your Lordships in detail. 

It seems to me that to introduce this 
power of dispensation, to discuss this 
question as to the reasonableness or the 
unreasonableness of the refusal of a local 
body to assent to a tramway scheme 
before the Standing Order Committee, 
would almost necessarily involve a 
discussion to some extent on the merits, 
and noble Lords who sit on the Standing 
Order Committee are very well aware 
that it is not a body before which ques- 
tions of merits can be conveniently dis- 
Therefore, my Lords, on that 
ground, and on that ground alone, | 
thought that the question could not be 
solved by giving the Standing Orders 
Committee any greater power than they 
have at present of dispensing with a 
Standing Order. Quite admitting, ab- 


cussed, 


solutely admitting, the right of districts | 


through which tramways are going to 
run to have a strong voice in the matter, 
my suggestion was that before a scheme 
could go before a Committee the consent 
of all the local authorities should be 
proved, but that if it was withheld the 
Committee before whom the Bill was 
taken, if they considered that the con- 
sent had been unreasonably withheld, 
might dispense with it and the Report 
accordingly. That to me to 
give the local authorities a very large 
and a very important power in the 
m itter which I think they ought to have, 
and which I need not tell your Lord- 
ships they would inevitably have before 
any Committee, but at the same time it 
did not actually prohibit any Bill which 
did not previously obtain these consents 
being brought before Parliament. 

Now with regard to my reasons for 
thinking a change desirable. In the 
first place, since 1870 the question of 
tramways has undergone a very large 
and very important change. At that 
time I think [ am not exaggerating 


seemed 


when I say that they were regarded by | 
the majority of people as somewhat in | 


the light of a nuisance. Well, they are 
not universally popular now, but the 
introduction of electricity to traction, 
and the enormous development of these 
tramways, especially in the very populous 
parts of the country, render it really a 


The Earl of Morley. 
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very important national mode of loco. 
motion, and one which is likely to go 
on developing from time to time. It 


also has a very important bearing on 


the question of the housing of the work. 
ing classes in populous centres. I should 
also say besides that, that with this great 
extension the tramways have somewhat 
developed out of their actual and purely 
local character, and you are getting 
through the great centres of industry, 
such as Manchester, and the north of 
Warwickshire and Staffordshire, long 
lines of tramways joining together, 
which are in the nature rather of through 
routes than local traffic. That is the 
The second change is one 
of perhaps less importance, but it is 
important. It is that the local autho- 
rities have now what they had not in 
1870, a power not only to make, but also 
to work and to own the tramways them- 
selves. Your Lordships will see at once 
that it is scarcely fair to give a munici- 


| pality, especially when it is constructing 


a tramway outside the limits of its own 
district, an absolute veto on all other 
schemes, because by that means you are 
giving one possible competitor a power of 
crushing at once every rival who might 
come into the field. I do not think 
that is fair, and I do not think it is in 
any way conducive tothe public interests. 
Then I was mentioning the development 
in populous districts. There is this 
point to be considered—that you have 
many of these large towns and large 
urban districts with enormous popula- 
tions that are separated from one another 
by rural districts. In those cases 
if the companies or municipalities desire 
to connect by through tramways these 
large centres of population, they may be 
absolutely prohibited from doing so 
till they have obtained the consent of 
some long, but possibly from a population 


| point of view, far less important district 





constituting the rural district dividing 
thetwo places. That Ido not think right 
either. I do not think it is right that so 
large a power should be put into the 
hands of a comparatively sparsely popu- 
lated district, of absolutely vetoing 
schemes which might be of very great 
advantage to the districts surrounding. 
Then, if | am not exhausting the House, 
I may mention another reason, namely, 
that this power of absolute veto is not 
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consonant with the principles of legisla- | certain cases they would allow tramways 


tion atthe present day. I admit that | to be constructed, if at the expense of the 
the ‘electric lighting legislation is not company wanting to run them certain 
quite on all fours ; it is the under surface | improvements were made—certain streets 
of the road, not the surface that is used, | widened, and so on—I think that would 
but in the case of electric lighting the | be reasonable enough. But what did 
districts have no absolute power of veto ; | happen—and I am speaking now from 
they have a power of opposing, which |my knowledge of the number of tram- 
local authorities ought to have, but! way Bills that come before me in the 
that power is modified, and may be! Private Bill Office—was that the local 
overridden by the Board of Trade in | authorities—I am not making this a 
their Provisional Orders if they report to | general assertion, but I am saying tha. 
the House that they have done so. But | it constantly happens that the local au- 
a much more striking and analogous | thorities, chiefly the small ones, use this 
case is that of the light ‘railways. In the | power of refusal as a lever to extract 
Light Railway Acts there is no power at | terms out of the promoters—be they 
all required of the local districts or the | companies orneighbouring municipalities. 
local authorities—absolutely no power | The process has been to postpone giving 
whatever—and so you have this anomaly. | their consent till very nearly the time 
You may have a long line of tramway | when the Bill had to be deposited in 
alternating with a light railway, which | November, and then to impose such con- 
differs from it merely in name, and_/ ditions upon the tramway companies or 
because they come under a different Act | the municipality which was running the 
of Parliament, in one case the absolut _tramway out of their own district as 
consent is required and in the other case | would, in my opinion, in many cases be 
no consent at all is required. I do not) | exceedingly onerous and very unfair. 
know what my noble friend Lord Jersey, | I do not say that this is universally the 
if he were in the House, could tell us as to | case, by any means. I saw a letter in a 
how the absence of these consents has| newspaper yesterday which said that 
worked with regard to light railways.| my Amendment was unnecessary, because 
I could not speak as to it myself, but all I} in one or two cases tramways had been 
can say is that I have heard no com- fairly treated. I am not for a moment 





plaints about it, and as far as I know the 
local authorities’ opinions have always 
been taken, and so far as I have heard 


have always had their proper effect on | 


denying that, and I go further and say 
that, in most of the largest constituencies, 
probably the tramways are very fairly 
treated, but there are cases in which this 








the minds of the Commissioners. power of withholding consent gives the 
But now, my Lords, I come to my tast local authorities a leverage which I think 
and my most important reason for think- | they exercise in most cases very unfairly. 
ing that a change of the Standing Order, Now to give your Lordships an idea 
is necessary, and it isthis. I take it that | of the conditions that are exacted. In 
when Parliament in the Tramways | the first place, in some cases clauses have 
Act of 1870 laid down that the consents of | been introduced into Bills asking - 
the district councils or the municipalities | payment for the use of the roads ; ; 
should be required, and when we followed | other cases tramway companies have Aco 
suit in our Standing Orders of both | required to light the streets, which is 
Houses, what we intended, and what obviously the business of the munici- 
Parliament intended, was that the local | |pality itself; in other cases they have 
authorities should express the opinion | been required to widen the streets where 
generally of the localities as to whether | the widening was not required for purely 
a tramway was inexpedient or expedient, | |tramway purposes. I quite admit that 
or that possibly they might refuse to| widening for purely tramway purposes 
allow it to be adopted because the streets! would be a proper and legitimate thing 
were too narrow, or because there were | | to ask, but these conditions are accepted 
other features in the district that ren-| by the companies under pressure and 
dered it inexpedient. I think that would | they are introduced into Bills as agreed 
be very reasonable. Even if they had | | clauses—‘* protective clauses” as “they 
Bone beyond that and said that in | are called. Those clauses are exceedingly 
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difficult for me to deal with. They are 
passed by Committees, who probably 
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feensgy (but not exclusively in London) of 
the double power of veto of the road 


never look at them, and then they come | authority and the local authority. I do 
before me. I am bound to say that | not know whether I made myself clear 
they are very difficult to deal with, be- | as to the difference between the two, but 
cause I am told on every occasion “ these | this is what happens. It has actually 
are clauses that have been agreed to| happened in London within the last 


and it is very hard to deprive us of what 
we have obtained,” but | am bound to 
say that where | think the public interest 
is not rightly protected | have in many 
cases very much cut those clauses about. 
For instance, my Lords, I never have 


year. A tramway company got its 
Bill consented to by one of the London 
municipalities through whose area it was 
to run, but immediately afterwards it 
went for the consent of the London 
County Council—which was only re 





allowed in any Bill a clause authorising | motely interested, and only interested 
a wayleave to be charged for the use of | as the owner of a tramway in another 
the roads. It seems to me that that is| part of London—and they refused their 
altogether contrary to public policy and | consent. Therefore you have got this 
contrary to the intention of Parliament | curious anomaly that the London County 
either in the Standing Orders or in the Council, who are the tramway authority, 
Tramways Act. I could quote a number | though not the road authority, were able 
of cases of these conditions, but I will not | to prevent a scheme being carried into 
weary the House by doing so. I should effect which the local authority and the 
like to make one quotation from a Report road authority were anxious should be 
of the House of Commons Committee as_ carried into effect for the benefit of their 
an illustration of what may be done. | district. 

This is a Report on a Glasgow District | 

Tramways Bill. It isa public document} THE Ear or CARRINGTON: May 
and therefore I may quote it— Task what district that was ? 





“The Committee find the preamble not | % ™ 
proved, but they desire to put it on record that | Tae Eart or MORLEY: Hammer- 


in their view the original scheme was a good smith. The same conflict arises in the 
94 04 —. to ns of rota ore _case of county councils. County councils 
adel ’with vealiiees the ceuliiding ia- — re only of the —_— roads, 
terests and the excessive demands of several They are not owners of the ordinary 
local bodies that at present it appears to the roads, and they are not the local authority 
Committee to be wholly unworkable ”— for tramway purposes, but yet county 
And on that ground the scheme was councils can prohibit a tramway going 
thrown out, after costing the promoters along their road even though it is desired 
a very large sum of money indeed. My by the district authority. I may mention 
Lords,:I confess that it seems to me|20W that I have had on several occasions 
exceedingly undesirable that you should | lately clauses introduced into private 
leave this absolute veto, which gives a Bills giving the county councils power 
lever to the local authorities for haggling | 4 the end of a specified time to purchase 
terms, and which also encourages the ttémway undertakings. I have con- 
tramway companies or the tramway sidered it right, and shall continue to do 
promoters, whoever they may be, to °° unless the House alters its present 
bribe the local authorities into giving legislation, to strike those clauses out of 
consents. It seems to me that it is| the Bill on the ground that the county 
absolutely improper, and that these councils are not tramway authorities 
schemes should go to a Committee to under the law as it now stands, and that 
inquire whether the consents of the local | therefore they have no right whatever 
authorities had been reasonably or un- | t0 have any power of purchasing tram- 
reasonably withheld. | way undertakings. 

My Lords, that is really the main| The arguments, of course, in favour of 
reason why I think the Standing Order | retaining the Standing Order as it is at 
should be altered. There are minor) present are that the local authority are 
reasons: one which I referred to just the best judges of the need of the district ; 
now, namely the difficulty in London | that by the power of absolute veto they 


The Earl of Morley. 
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can crush any unpopular schemes with- | 
out the expense of opposingin Parliament, | 
and that they are unable to protect 
frontagers and to save them the expense 
of Parliamentary opposition. I quite 
admit that there is a great deal of force 
in these arguments, but I think the pro- 
tection to frontagers is a somewhat 
imaginary one, and also | think the 
question of the expense of opposition is 
rather exaggerated. In nine cases out of 
ten the opposition to tramways is not 
absolute ; it is merely the obtaining of 
some of these protective clauses to which | 
Ihave referred. I know as a fact that in | 
almost all cases the local authorities spend 
very considerable amounts of money in 
feeing counsel and agents with a view of 
seeing those clauses of the Bill through 
all their stages in Parliament. | 
My Lords, I must apologise for having 
detained the House so long, but I should 
like before I sit down to say that though 
I quite admit that a great deal of force 
should be given to those arguments in 
favour of retaining the Standing Order 
as it is, yet [ think the reasons against it 
are still stronger. My reasons, if | may 
be allowed to recapitulate them, are 
these: that it is not theoretically right 
that anyone or any body of persons 
should have an absolute power of veto 
and should be able to prevent a scheme 
coming in any shape before Parliament 
against their will; that it is against the 
principles of modern legislation, especially 
against the principles of the Light Rail- 
way Act ; that it is not right for a rival 
proprietor (as it is in the case of large 
municipalities) to have the power of 
absolutely stopping any rivals from 
coming into the field ; that there is an | 
inconvenience in the double veto of the 
road authority and the local authority, 
and, above all, that it is not expedient 
or in the public interests that you should 
give to the local authorities such a strong 
power of exacting conditions that may 
be very onerous upon an important 
national industry, and also that you 
should encourage the promoters of these 
undertakings to bribe the local autho- 
rities in some way or other. When I 
use the word “ bribe,” I desire distinctly 
to explain that I do not mean money 
bribe ; I mean bribing by offering some 
advantage in order to get the consent 
of the local authority. 


{11 Juty 1901} 


ne | 


| 





Purchase. 42 


One cure for this is, as I said before, 
for the Standing Orders Committee to 
have greater power of dispensing with 
this Standing Order than it has at 
present, and for the reasons I have given 
I do not think that is advantageous. 
Another and a more heroic plan would 
be a complete alteration of our tramway 
legislation and an amendment of the 
tramway law, giving the Board of Trade 
greater powers of making Provisional 
Orders. I am not sure that it is not 
well worthy of the consideration of His 
Majesty’s Government—and_ also to 
bring it somewhat more into line with 
the light railway legislation, which at 
present is really absurdly inconsistent 
with tramway legislation. I merely 
throw out these suggestions for con- 
sideration by His Majesty’s Government. 
In the motion which I had on the Paper 
I resorted to what seemed to me the 
simplest and the easiest method of getting 
rid of the evils which I have endeavoured 
to explain to the House. As I have said 
before, | have dropped the motion because 
I see no indication of its being taken up 
in another place, and it would be useless 
to take it up in this House unless it was 
taken up in the other House as well ; 
but I feel very strongly about it, and if | 
get any sympathy here or elsewhere | 
shall be very glad to reintroduce the 
matter. 

I thought it was due to the House and 
also to myself to explain the position in 
which I stand with regard to this matter, 
and the reason why IJ have left the motion 


‘for so many months without naming a 


day for its consideration”on the Paper of 
your Lordships. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE—RECOMMEN- 

DATIONS OF THE FRY COMMISSION. 

Tue Duke or ABERCORN, in address- 

ing to His Majesty’s Government the 
following questions— 

(1) What recommendations of the Fry 
Commission have been adopted since 
3rd May, 1899 ; 

(2) What recommendations have not been 
adopted. 

(3) What recommendations could not be 
adopted, without new legislation ; 

(4) What objections are entertained by the 
existing tribunals to recommendations 
which they have so far refused to 
adopt ; 

(5) Whether, and in what way, the average 
prices of Irish agricultural produce and 
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stock (as annually published by the/adopt any of the recommendations of 
Land Commission, and now published the Fry Commission, or to reform their 


by the Department of Agriculture) are d 3 LteeES dly, th 
considered and taken into account in| Procedure in any way ; secondly, that 


in the fixing ‘of judicial rents ; the Land Commission do not approve 

(6) Whether, in determining the fair rent of | Of some of the Fry Commission recom- 
a holding, pursuant to the provisions | mendations, and will not adopt them; 

vd ; ae - of the vray! a Pa thirdly, that they have adopted, wholly 

n ict, there are any (and, 1 0, a a . : nf 

what) “circumstances of the case, | °F partly, certain recommendations of 
holding, and district” (other than | Which they approve ; and fourthly, that 

that specified in Section 8, Sub-sec-| there are some recommendations which 


tion 10) which the Land Commission | egyJd not be adopted without fresh 
do not take into account; and what legislation 

are their reasons for refusing to take gis a ates sa 

anane into aecount : My Lords, it is no doubt true that the 


Government have, technically speaking, 
no control over the procedure of the 





said: My Lords, in the few remarks 
which I am about to make I do not|Jyish Land Commission ; but it is also 
intend to make any personal attack on| true, not technically, but absolutely, 
any members of the Land Commission | that the Fry Commission Report is the 
in lreland, for there are members of that | most sweeping and wholesale condemna- 
Commission who have performed their} tion which has ever been pronounced by 
work faithfully and loyally. My com- | a Royal Commission upon the procedure 
plaints are against the system and mode | and administration of any public depart- 
of administration, and it is with regret | ment in the United Kingdom. In the 
that I feel myself obliged once more to} face of this fact I deny that the Govern- 
call .your Lordships’ attention to the| ment are entitled to disclaim responsi- 
Report and recommendations of thi} bility for the continuance of a system 
Fry Commission. I assure your Lord-| whieh has been so strongly condemned 
ships that it is not a pleasure for me to| hy a commission of their own appoint- 
do so ; it is a necessity ; it is an obliga- ing, and which was exceptionally well 
tion; I only do it because I feel how qualified to form an accurate judgment. 
just are the complaints of Irish land- Speaking on this subject in the House of 
owners at the meagre character of the|}Commons on 15th July, 1898, Mr, 
efforts which have hitherto been made, | Arnold-Forster (who now ‘is a member of 
either by His Majesty’s Government or | the Government, and who has always 
hy the tribunals who are responsible for | heen a most independent Member of Par- 
the proper administration of the Irish liament) described the Report in these 
Land Acts, to endeavour to remedy the | terms, He said :— 

extraordinary defects in the procedure, : ; , 
practice, and methods of valuation here- ting Ki a ae at this gents a 
tofore adopted by those tribunals, and saan in peg nigel ll Beer cnr eat 
which were unanimously condemned in | thing were to occur in connection with a county 
the remarkable Report presented to Par | court, or a sessions court, in Great Britain, 
liament by the Fry Commissioners | there would be something like a revolution.” 


nearly three and a half years ago. The opinion thus expressed by Mr. 

I have already brought this subject Arnold- Forster would, I believe, be 
under your Lordships’ notice on two! almost universal if the English public 
occasions—on the 28th July, 1898,| could only be induced to make them- 
and the 27th April 1899—and it was| selves acquainted with this report, and 
brought up on a third occasion by my | the evidence on which it was founded. 
noble friend Lord Clonbrock, on the 9th Holding the same views myself, I deny 
July, 1900. It has also been several | that the Land Commission are entitled 
times brought under the notice of the | to continue to pursue any of the methods 
House of Commons. Speaking in general | which have been so strongly and so 
terms, the replies which have been made | justly condemned merely because they— 
by the Government have been of a four-| the authors of them—do not approve 
fold character. We have been told, of the remedies proposed by the Fry 
firstly, that the Government have no|Commission. That Commission, how- 
power to require the Land Commission to | ever competent, made no claim to be 


The Duke of Aberco ii. 
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infallible ; but the tribunal that objects 
to take their advice is bound to for- 
mulate, and give a fair trial, to alterna- 
tive proposals, instead of merely allowing 
existing abuses to continue unabated. As 
to recommendations or reforms which 
have been adopted, and as to those which 
require fresh legislation, I shall have 
something to say when dealing with each 
of the questions which stand in my 
name on the paper. 

On the 27th April, 1899, I asked the 
Government (1) what 
procedure had been already adopted ; 
(2) what further alterations had been 
decided upon; and (3) when would 
statutory rules be published to give 
effect to those alterations. In conse- 
quence of the short discussion which 
then took place my noble and learned 
friend the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
who is always most gracious and obliging 
on these occasions, was good enough to 

















obtain for my noble friend Lord Mayo, 
on 3rd May, 1899, a memorandum and 
file of papers from the Irish Land Com- 
mission, containing very full particulars 
of any reforms or alterations in procedure 
which had been adopted up to that date. 
In the first question on the paper |] 
have therefore only asked for particulars 
of any reforms that have been adopted 
between the 3rd May, 1899, and the 
present time. 


The first reform on the schedule 
furnished by the Land Commission in 
May, 1899, related to new instructions 
for court valuers in cases of appeals. I 
am informed that these are good in 
themselves, but that in the opinion of 
land valuers of the greatest experience 
the inspection by court valuers con- 
tinues to be of more than doubtful value 
as an independent valuation, owing to 
the fact that they are still furnished 
with the pink schedule, containing full 
particulars of the conclusions previously 
arrived at by the sub-commissioners, 
and that they do not attend the court at 
the re-hearing (when the evidence then 
given might qualify their opinions), 
and are not therefore examined on the 
evidence, either by the court or by the 
parties. The Fry Commission showed 
that there was a strong temptation to 
them under such a system to save them 
selves trouble by simply copying the 
conclusions of the sub-commissioners. | 
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This temptation still produces this result, 
for a case has been mentioned to me 
in which the sub-commissioners had 
reported that a holding lay north and 
south of the railway from Drogheda to 
Dundalk, instead of east and west, and 
the court valuers adopted the blunder 
in their so-called independent report. 

The second reform that has been 
adopted is that the judicial commissioner 
‘from time to time gives directions to 
have reports of important legal decisions 
printed and circulated amongst the 
members and staff of the Land Com- 
mission. ‘This is an excellent step, but 
it would be more satisfactory if a list 
of such eases were published, and the 
public allowed to obtain copies of these 
decisions. Attention should then be 
called to any important decisions that 
have been overlooked. 

The third reform consisted in reverting 
to the old system (which had been tem- 
porarily abandoned) of informing the 
parties of the result of the court valuers’ 
inspection, and enabling them to obtain 
copies of their report. This, of course, 
facilitates negotiations for an agreement 


‘between the parties wherever such is 


possible, but it has no bearing on the 
procedure of the Land Commission in any 
other respect. 

Fourthly, the Land Commission pre- 
scribed an alternative form of procedure, 
intended to induce the parties to adopt 
a sort of short cut to the fixing of a 
judicial rent ; but the method proposed 
appears to have found little favour, and 
there is no prospect of its being largely 
adopted. 

Fifthly, either party has been enabled, 
for a small fee, to obtain a copy of the 
Pink Schedule relating to the case. This 
again is useful in negotiations between 
the parties, and in considering whether 
an appeal should be lodged. 

Sixthly, new forms of the Pink 
Schedule, suitable to the provisions of 
the Irish Local Government Act of 1898, 
have been provided, but in other respects 
they are practically the same as the Pink 
Schedule previously in use. 

The seventh reform was one from 
which much good might have been 
expected. It consisted in prescribing a 
course of examination for lay Assistant 
Commissioners, but it was limited to new 
candidates, and is not applied to candi- 
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dates who may seek to be re-appointed | improvements if it was intended to claim 
on the expiration of any term for which any. It is comparatively easy for a 
they may have been already employed. tenant to do this, for in almost every case 
The examination papers show that a he knows what improvements were made 
considerable acquaintance is required on his holding, and whether or to what 
with the use of the instruments employed extent they were made by the tenant or 
for land surveying. But will it be by the landlord. The landlord, on the 
believed that the Land Commission other hand, knows little or nothing in 
possess no such instruments, and that | many eases of the origin or history of 
the Sub-commissioners are never known these improvements, for prior to 188] 
to employ them? Again, I am informed there was nothing in the law to make it 
that there is no practical examination desirable or necessary for him to keep 
whatever in the principles of land valua- any record respecting them for his own 
tion, which is, of course, the most im- protection. When, therefore, it was 
portant subject of all. Indeed, lam told decided that cross notices should be 
that, in the opinion of land valuers of | served by each party on any branch of 
great experience, the examination could | this question it would have been only fair 
be passed by mere book students, whose that any notices required to be given 
practical acquaintance with the principles | by the landlord to the tenant should also 
and methods of land valuation would not be required to be given by the tenant 
enable them to make anything like an tothelandlord. The procedure, however, 
accurate valuation of land of any de-| has been so framed as to make it as 
scription. I could hardly find stronger favourable as possible to the tenant and 
proof of the absolute necessity of these as difficult as possible for the landlord. 
candidates having a thorough know- It would be interesting if we could be 
ledge of land valuation than by telling given some intelligible reason for the 
your Lordships that in the new instrue- procedure being one-sided. 

tions to Court Valuers, to which I have 


; : . On the whole, my Lords, it will be seen 
already referred, we find a paragraph in 


that these changes or reforms have done 
these words— ... ,. and can do but little to make the proce- 
satioat aitan cae aoe cate to sd dure and valuations of the Land Com- 
exceptional or temporary condition, whether |™ission more uniform or less unintel- 
resulting from high cultivation or deteriora- ligible ; and this brings me to the second 
tion.” question which I have placed on the 
I venture to say that none but valuers of Paper, as to recommendations of the Fry 
the greatest practical experience could Commission which have not beenadopted. 
attempt to make a valuation upon these Speaking generally, I may say that these 
principles with any approach toaccuracy. non-adopted recommendations include 
And, my Lords, who are the present all the reforms which were recommended 
valuers ? I hope the noble Lord in the | by the Fry Commission with the object 
course of his reply will be able to give that of securing uniformity of practice, or of 
information. valuations, or of making the rent-fixing 
The eighth reform so far adopted wasa_ tribunals less one-sided in their composi- 
return to the old system, under which tion, or of removing what the Com- 
two lay Sub-commissioners were asso- missioners so truthfully described as 
ciated with each legal Sub-commissioner, | ‘‘ the almost universal dissatisfaction ” 
and each holding was inspected by two with the procedure in appeals. 
lay Sub-commissioners. This method is,| My Lords, I ask why have all these 
of course, indispensable, but it could most important and far-reaching recom- 
do little of itself to secure trustworthy mendations been rejected or ignored 2 
results unless other important defects There is no dispute, I believe, as to the 
in the system as a whole were also existence of the abuses and evils which 
remedied. they were proposed to mitigate or 
The ninth and last of the changes! remedy. Are we to be told that these 
introduced prior to the 3rd May, 1899, | abuses and evils must continue because 
consisted in requiring the tenant in some | the Land Commission do not approve of 
cases, and the landlord in all cases, to| the remedies proposed for them? Is 
serve notice on the other side of certain there no obligation on the Land Com 


The Duke of Abercorn. 
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proposed by the Fry Commission? Is 
there no obligation on His Majesty's 
Government to insist that at least some 
serious effort must be made to do justice, 
or to prevent injustice ? 

I should weary your Lordships if I 
attempted to deal in any detail with 
those rejected recommendations. | 
must content myself with simply men- 
tioning a few, to which | attach great 
importance, with the object of showing 
their reasonable and practical character. 
For instance, the Fry Commission recom- 
mend that more detailed instructions 
should be given to sub-commissioners, to 
guide them on difficult questions, and to 
remove the prevailing “diversity of 
opinion and of practice”; that, in 
fixing second-term rents, evidence of 
what was done at the fixing of the first- 
term rent should be taken into con- 
sideration, especially as regards improve- 
ments and the rate of interest placed on 
their value ; that, in the Pink Schedule, 
in order to negative the tendency to 
allow illegally for an occupation interest, 
there should be a direction to state the 
annual value on the assumption that the 
holding is in the landlord’s hands (an 
eminently logical and reasonable pro- 
posal, because Section 1 of the Act of 1896 
requires them to state the fair rent, on 
the assumption that all improvements 
on the holding had been made or acquired 
by the landlord) ; that drains and fences 
allowed should be indicated on the large- 
scale Ordnance map when possible ; that 
when an annual sum is allowed in respect 
of improvements, it should be stated 
whether the charge is to be permanent 
or to terminate at a given time; that 
court valuers should be a_ separate 
body of officials, distinct from sub-com- 
missioners ; that they should not be 
furnished with a copy of the Pink 
Schedule, but only with a map and 
description of the holding ; that their 
report (to be independent) should be 
made in ignorance of the findings of the 
court below; that they should attend 
the court in appeals, should act as 
assessors to the Land Commission, and 
be liable to be examined by them ; and 
that there should be a judicial definition 
or explanation of the words “ fair rent.” 
My Lords, I await with interest the 


lor 


{11 Jury 1901} 


mission to propose and give a trial to!reply to my third question, as to the 
other remedies if they do not like those | 
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recommendations of the Fry Commission 
which could not be adopted without 
fresh legislation. I have heard on good 
legal authority that they are very few, 
and embrace hardly any of the important 
recommendations which I have just 
described. 

I look with even greater interest for 
information on my fourth question, as to 
the objections entertained by the existing 
tribunals to the recommendations which 
have not been adopted, especially to those 
which I have just mentioned as especially 
important and valuable. 

My fifth question deals with the 
average prices of Irish agricultural pro- 
duce and stock, as officially published 
every year by the Land Commission from 
1881 to 1899, and now published by the 
Irish Department of Agriculture. These 
figures, my Lord:, have long been col- 
lected at great public expense. I desire 
to know whether any and what use is 
made of them in fixing judicial rents, 
especially because they in no way justify 
the enormous reductions which the Land 
Commission have been making in second- 
term judicial rents during the last four 
or five years. It is generally believed 
that no attention whatever is paid to 
these prices by either the sub-commis- 
sioners, the court valuers, or the chief 
commissioners ; and yet, if properly 
applied, and coupled with figures showing 
the fluctuations in the cost of production, 
they ought to be of the most material 
assistance in revising at the present time 
any rent that had been fixed, judicially 
otherwise, since 1881. 

As regards my sixth question, I gave 
private notice to His Majesty's Govern- 
ment that I chiefly desired information 
as to whether the element of fair com- 
petition or market value, and the fluctua- 
tions in the cost of production are re- 
garded, and taken into account (and, 
ifso, in what way) as “ circumstances 
of the case, holding and district ** in 
fixing judicial rents. The Land Ccm- 
mission, in collecting the prices of egri- 
cultural products and stock appear to 
have ignored the prices of items which 
are required for the production of those 
products and stock. It would he inte- 


'resting to know why this is the case, 





and whether anything can be done to 
obtain these important additional figures, 
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both for each year of the period since 
1881, and for each year in future. The 
cost of production is manifestly a “ cir- 
cumstance ’’ of every “case, holding, 
and district,” and so are the prices of 
agricultural products and stock. Under 
Section 8 of the Land Act of 1881 it 
would seem, therefore, that both these 
elements ought to be considered in 
fixing judicial rents. As to fair com- 
petition value, it is manifest that in 
almost every case, at the time when the 
tenancy was first created, the rental 
value of the holding in the local market, 
arising from the laws of supply and 
demand, must have been a “ cireum- 
stance of the ease, holding, and district,” 
and would be found to be such a “ cireum- 
stance ”’ at any time afterwards if (1) the 
holding came back into the landlord’s 
hands, or if (2) the tenant were selling 
his interest in the holding. In fixing 
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landlords in Ireland, but of those poorer 

ones who are being every day deprived of 
their properties and driven out of their 
homes. What we want to see is that 
these Land Acts are fairly and properly 
-administered, and to know the grounds 
and reasons why rents are reduced. | 
can only add that, if these Acts were 
applied to England, public opinion would 
insist on their being administered in an 
intelligible manner. I do hope, my 
Lords, that we shall receive a satisfactory 
answer or answers from the noble and 
learned Lord the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, because if such answers do not 
seem satisfactory to us, I shall feel bound 
to ask your Lordships for a Committee 
of your Lordships’ House to inquire into 
the matters which are contained in my 
questions. I beg now to ask His Majesty's 
Government the six questions which 
stand in my name on the Paper. 


a fair rent it would seem, therefore, to | 


be the duty of the court to put a fair 
value on this market or competition 
value, and to give the benefit of it to the 
landlord. If this is done I wish to ask 
how it is shown or indicated in the 
Pink Schedule. On the other hand, 
if the element of competition is entirely 
excluded, it would seem to follow that 
the court fixes not a fair rent but a low 
rent, and thereby gives the sitting tenant 
the benefit of an occupation interest, 
which has been held to be illegal. I am 
informed that in a case, Markey v. Gos- 
ford, the Land Commission actually 
decided that competition value must be 
entirely left out of the account. If this 
is their general practice, it is very easy to 
account for the cnormous reductions 
they make in rents. I should like to ask 
English and Scottish landlords what 
their rents would be if it was assumed 
that there was no demand for their 
lands. It seems to me that on such an 
assumption the fair rent should be simply 
whatever the sitting tenant might be 
pleased to fix for himself. In Ireland 
we have been legislated into something 
very like that position, and yet some 
people say there has been no confiscation. 

My Lords, this whole subject is, I 
know, highly technical, and not an easy 
one to present in an attractive form, but 
[ bring it forward under a sense of justice 
and of public duty, and I appeal, not so 
much perhaps on behalf of wealthier 


The Duke of Abercorn. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, at 
this very late period of the evening | 
would certainly not trouble the House 
with any remarks, but as I brought 
| practically the same question before the 
House last year, 1 rise just to express 
'the hope that the noble and learned 
Lord on the Front Bench may be able to 
give us rather fuller information than he 
did on the previous occasion. My noble 
and learned friend, in reply to several 
questions I put to him, stated that the 
| Land Commission did not agree with the 
Fry Commission, and therefore did not 
approve of these recommendations. But, 
my Lords, we should like to know, not 
only why they did not approve these 
recommendations, but as these recom- 

| mendations were made in the Report of a 

very strong Commission in consequence 
of some defect in procedure or existing 
grievances, and also commend themselves 
to many people who have had great 
experience in the working of the Land 
| Acts, we wish to know why, if they did 
not approve of these precise recommenda- 
tions,they have not adopted any analogous 
regulations which might do away with 
the grievances which the Fry Commis- 
sion deemed to exist. 

There are several points which I should 
like to bring before your Lordships, but 
it is far too late now to enter upon them. 
I will only mention one of the most im- 

| portant, and that is one that has been 
| 
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alluded to by my noble friend, namely, | 
the definition of fair rent. On the last | 
occasion my noble and learned friend 
stated that the Land Commission were 
unable to accept the definition given by 
the Fry Commission, and he gave reasons 
for it based on the judgment of Sir James 
Meredith in a well-known case of Ripley | 
v. Macnaghten, and also a judgment of | 
Lord Justice Fitzgibbon on the ground, 
first, that the words “in the landlord’s | 
hands’ were not in the Act of Parlia- | 
ment, and secondly, that it would be | 
proceeding on a false assumption that it 
was in the landlord’s hands, when the 
land must necessarily be in the hands of 
the occupying tenant. This answer 
created considerable perplexity in my 
mind at that time, and in the mind of 
everybody else to whom I have spoken 
since. If the position of the occupying 
tenant differs so much from that of the 
new tenant, it seems clear that the occu- 
pying tenant must hold and possess some 
right, interest, or title which the new 
tenant has not, and to the ordinary lay 
mind it is impossible to distinguish that 
from the ‘occupation interest, which the 
Land Commission have pronounced to be 
illegal, and not to be taken into account 
in fixing a fair rent. I do hope that the 
noble and learned Lord will be able to 
point out some distinction between these 
two things, and it is most important that 
this should be done, for, at the present 
time, everybody is surprised at the re- 
ductions of rent which are taking place, 
reductions which they think cannot be 
justified by any fall in prices, for the 
period of fifteen years from now would 
commence after the great fall in prices. 
There has been no great fall in the price 
of agricultural stock since the com- 
mencement of that period, and therefore 
they are of opinion that, in some shape 
or form, the occupation interest or some- 
thing akin is still taken into account in 
fixing the rent. We do not ask these ques- 
tions out of simple curiosity or from any 
desire to embarrass the Land Commis- 
sion, but in the interests of all people 
concerned in the matter of Ireland. 
There are many people of small means 
who are losing the means of existence 
from the way their rents are pared down, 
and they do think that they have a right 
to have an account of the reasons for 
which this is*done. 


{ 
| 
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THE Ear oF KILMOREY : I, like the 
noble and the learned Lord who has just 
sat down, will not venture to occupy 
your Lordships’ attention for many 
minutes at this late hour, but I should 
like, with your Lordships’ permission, 


|to say a few words not orily in support 


and in sympathy with the noble Duke in 
all he said in drawing the attention of the 
House to a state of affairs,that cowld not 
possibly exist in any other part of His 
Majesty’s dominions except Ireland, but 
because I am going to venture to intro- 
duce quite a new light on theargument, 
and that is, although I quite understand 
all the difficulties and complaints that 
arise with reference to the working of the 
Land Act of 1881, I go so far as to say 
why should not they be all removed by 
one perfectly clean sweep, namely, the 
repeal of the said Act. We all know that 
the noble and learned Lord who is going 
to answer these questions was not 
enamoured of that Act when it was 
brought in, and I remember the attitude 
that he took upat that time, and I hope 
the day is not far distant when we shall 
see him rejoicing at its decease and burial. 
The Act was brought forward at a time 
when the state of Ireland gave the 
Government of the day a great deal of 
anxiety. The circumstances were then 
exceptional, and therefore they led to 
legislation also of an exceptional cha- 
racter ; but twenty years have elapsed, 
and the state of Ireland is not now what 
it was then. The object with which 
the Act was passed—namely, the fixing 
of fair rents—has practically been gained, 
and I may say that if a tenant has not 
been able to take advantage of the facili- 
ties of that Act to get his rent fixed fair 
in twenty years, he does not deserve 
any further consideration, and if the 
members of this Land Commission 
Court have not been able to complete 
their labours within twenty years, really 
I think I am justified in saying that 
they no longer deserve to put the eountry 
to the enormous expense which it at 
present has to bear through the con- 
stitution of this court. Perhaps your 
Lordships are not aware, though many 
us are, that it costs the country over 
£120,000 a year to keep that court 
going, and what for? Merely now to 
pare down rents that have been already 


-ared down on a basis which, as the 
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late Lord Dundreary said, ‘“‘ no fellah| so tiresome to an audience, and there is 


can understand.” | hope your Lord- 
ships will forgive me for intruding at 
this moment, and [ hope that before long 
some intimation will be made that there 
will be some finality to an Act which 
was brought in in 1881, of which I 
believe one or more eminent statesmen 
declared that it was only a modus 
vivendi, having in their minds some 
still larger and more comprehensive 
scheme for facilitating the transfer of 
land from their tenants to the occupiers. 


*Toe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHpourne): My Lords, 
no doubt what the noble Lord who has 
just sat down has said represents a very 
common idea, but I do not thnk it 
is a very practical one—that it would 
be very pleasant and satisfactory at 
once to bring in an Act of Parliament 
repealing the Act of 1881 and all similar 
legislation. That is not what I call 
a feasible or practical suggestion. I do 
not pretend for a moment that I have 
changed my views in respect of this 
legislation, but there is no doubt that 
the feeling of dislike and distaste of that 
legislation colours all the views which 
are entertained with 
Fry Commission, and therefore it leads 
to a critical and suspicious state of mind 
in reference to every speech that is 
made from this bench upon the matter. 

Now, my Lords, it is a curious fate that 
puts me, who have spoken so much against 
the Act of 1881 in another place, to have 
to answer questions in reference to this 
matter. I have never changed a single 
view that I ever expressed or receded 
from a single proposition that I ever 
uttered, but I have to look at the thing 
from the practical and reasonable stand- 
point. The legislation represents what 
is now the law of the land. It must be 


nothing so immensely tiresome to the 
speaker as to repeat his speeches all over 
again; but may I venture just to make 
this observation, which must always 
be made on these occasions, that we 
must remember that the Land Commis- 
sion is not a Commission that is a mere 
Government Department that we can 
direct to take up and accept such and 
such proposals and reject others. For 
weal or for woe, it was given by the Act 
of 1881 the great powers of a Commission, 
powers which were independent of the 
Government. I am not defending that 
part of the Act, but we must take the Act 
as we find it. Parliament created the 
Land Commission, and gave to it great 


‘and independent powers. 


reference to the | 


fairly administered, and we must apply | 


our minds to understanding what is 
reasonable and what is proper in reference 
to all proposals made on the subject. 
With reference to the Fry Commission, 
this is “the fourth time of asking.” I 


Then, what was the: Fry Report? 
One would think from the way my noble 
friend spoke of it that it was some fetish 
to be worshipped—that it was a kind of 
Divine revelation, to be accepted as the 
teaching of a higher and superior wisdom. 
Well, that is unreasonable. The land- 
owners themselves do not accept some of 
its most important proposals. There is 
no part of the Fry Commission that has 
applied itself more resolutely than that 
which seeks to show that the higher 
prices which are paid for tenant-right 
cannot be accepted as demonstrating 
that the rents have been unduly re- 


duced. That is a sheet anchor of the 
landlords’ argument. I do not say 


whether there is not a great deal in it ; 
I have never said so, but the Fry 
Commission itself resolutely refused to 
accept it. Another point which the 
Fry Commission point out with extreme 
force is the very powerful argument 
against the large, and lavish, and indis- 
criminate appeals against the decisions 
of the Sub-Commissioners. That has 
been treated as mere idle talk and 
waste paper. It has had no effect on 
the number of appeals; they are just 
as largely and indiscriminately taken 
now as when, three years anda half ago, 


| the Commission made its report. Appeals 


think it is the fourth time at this Table | 


that I have been called upon to make 
speeches of more or less length in reference 
to the Fry Commission and its recom- 
mendations. 
repeat my speeches ; 


The Earl of Kilmorey. 


Well, 1 am not going to! 
there is nothing 
a 


possibly are even more common now 
than they were at that time. 

Then, my Lords, what is the position 
of the Land Commissioners with reference 
to the matter? Are they supposed to 
take over every single recommendation 
of the Fry Commission in globo, and 
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treat it as a revelation? It is idle to 
suppose anything of the kind. The 
meaning of appointing a Royal Com- 
mission is that the selected men consider a 
thing and make such recommendations 
as commend themselves to their judg- 
ment. They make their recommenda- 


tions, and you have to examine them | 
and criticise them, and you only take 


those you approve of, and do not take 
those that you do not approve of. That 
is just what the Land Commission have 
done. They adopted, as I showed last year, 
twelve or fourteen recommendations. 
They applied their minds to them inde- 
pendently, and took those they approved 
of and rejected others which they thought 
required legislation or were not prudent 
or expedient ; and there is no power 
to compel them to act against their con- 
sidered and deliberate judgment of what 
they thought right and prudent, and in 
accordance with the Code that had been 
committed to their hands. 

Now, I have already on previous occa- 
sions given a sufficiently long statement 


of what has been done, and I do not | Commission. 
that, but it would not be reasonable 
‘to detain your Lordships at this hour. 


propose to repeat that statement. A 
great deal of the information which the 
noble Duke asks for he obviously pos- 
sesses himself already, because in a long 
list published by the Landowners’ Con- 
vention, of which I think he is the presi- 
dent, they have threshed out this question, 
and anyone could see in that report what 
has been done and what has not been 
done, and what requires legislation and 
what does not. In fact, every single point 
on which [ am interrogated may be found 
in that Report. 


May, 1899. I will give the list, very 
shortly, having regard to the hour. 
First, there is the examination and testing 


order of 18th May, 1901. It was in a 
less complete state before that for some 
time. Secondly, there is a similar in- 
struction for the information of assistant 
commissioners of the same date. Thirdly, 
the Fry Commissioners were extremely 
strong in pointing out the saving of 
time and expense there would be in 
carrying out purchases by fiats rather 
than by vesting orders. That has been 
effected in suitable cases by an Order of 
the 6th May, 1901. Then another 
matter that the Fry Commission attached 


{11 Jury 1901} 


'sonable to require inspection, 
involved great trouble and expense, that 


_ interests. 
‘in a technical form, but anyone will know 
|who is conversant with the question 
| that that effects a very substantial saving 
of time and expense in the administra- 


I am now asked to ex- | 
plain what has been done since the 3rd | 
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great weight to was this. They said 
that in many cases where the Land Com- 
mission should be satisfied it was unrea- 
which 


has been dispensed with, where it could 
be done, by an order of 17th May, 1901. 
An order of the same date also dispensed 
with the old and expensive statement ot 
facts on the apportionment of superior 
I have to deal with the matter 


tion of the Purchase Code. Then the 


| Fry Commission pointed out that there 


was considerable delay and expense occa- 
sioned by distributing the purchase 


'money through the machinery of a 
| branch of the High Court rather than 
| keeping it under the Land Commission. 
'By a recent order the old practice is 
| restored, and the purchase money is dis- 
tributed by the Land Commission, and 
'under the supervision of the Judicial 


I might say more upon 


Another point that the Fry Commission 
dwelt on very much was this. They 
urged that it was not reasonable to put 
the parties to the great expense of search- 
ing for original patents and getting 
extracts fromthem. That has been given 
up also by a recent regulation. 


THe EArt or 
patents ” % 


MAYO: “ Original 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: Yes. They 


_had to be searched for for certain pur- 
| poses, when they came in as part of the 
title. It is 
of drains by Appeal Court Valuers, by an | 


more or less a_ technical 
matter, but it is one that the Com- 
mission attached considerable weight to. 


| Now, | would be glad to be allowed to 


stop here, because I have practically 
answered all the important questions on 
the Paper. But, the noble Duke asked 
me what were the other recommenda- 
tions of the Fry Commission that had 


| not been adopted, and the reasons why 
| they have not been adopted. 
| perfectly well the recommendations that 
| have not been adopted ; he has his own 
| list.of those that were adopted, and those 
| that remain after eliminating these 


He knows 
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comprise the list of recommendations 
not adopted. I have dealt with these 
very fully on former occasions, and I will 
only give a summary of a few of the 
more important, and that I am sure will 
satisfy the noble Duke. I do not think 
[ do any injustice to his or my noble 
friend Lord Clonbrock’s argument when 
I say that the principal thing they 
go upon is the Fry Commission defini- 
tion of fair rent. It is obvious that 
that is the first thing in their minds, 
and not unnaturally so. Last year I 
went in great detail into this question, 
and [ took some pains to make my 
meaning perfectly clear. I quoted from 
Judge Meredith. I gave the reference to 
the case of Markey v. Gosford, and to 
another case in the Court of Appeal, 
and I quoted Lord Justice Fitzgibbon’s 
decision that the words “in the land- 
lord’s hands’ implied an assumption 
contrary to the fact, and I pointed 
out that, that being so, that being the 
judicial interpretation given to the 
recommendation of the Fry Commission, 
it appeared to me that unless legislation 
came in it would not be possible to apply 
universally the definition of the Fry 
Commission. I would point out this— 
as I have often done before—and then I 
will leave the subject. The Act of 1881 
did not attempt to define “ fair rent.” 
It said that the Land Commission should 
have regard to the property of the land- 
lord and of the tenant and to “ the cir- 
cumstances of the case, holding, and 
district.’’ It did not go an inch further. 
It selected the Commission and left them 
at large. And, although the question 
has come up before Parliament many 
times since in amending Acts, nobody in 
either House of Parliament has ever yet 
suggested a form that could be put into 
an Act of Parliament as a definition of 
“fair rent.” 

Tue Eart or MAYO: It came up 
first in 1887. 


Tue Duke orf ABERCORN: What I 
am anxious to press on my noble friend 
is that if that definition is not accepted 
some other definition should be laid 
down ; because surely, there must be 
some definition—unless we are going to 
assum* that nothing “ fair” can be done 
under the old Act at all. 


Lord Ashbourne. 
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*Lorp ASHBOURNE: The way Par. 
liament left it under the Act of 188] 
({ am not concerned to defend the Act 
at all) was that the “ fair rent ” should be 
found, having regard to “the circum. 
stances of the case, holding, and district,” 
That was the guidance of Parliament, 
and its sole guidance, and my point is 
this, that, although that has come up 
before Parliament some four or five 
times for revision and amendment, on 
not a single occasion has any attempt 
been made, either. in this House or in 
the House of Commons, to suggest any- 
thing that can be called a definition of 
“fair rent.” 


THE Eart or MAYO: T remember its 
being well argued in 1870, under the 
first Land Commission. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: That only sup- 
ports my point, because that was eleven 
years before the Act of 1881. You 
have in the Act of 1881 a deliberate 
abstention from giving anything ap- 
proaching a definition of ‘‘ fair rent ”— 
you have no guidance except the words 
I have quoted. I do not desire to dwell 
on that subject. J have shown by reoj-r 
ence to judicial decisions that the recom- 
mendations of the Fry Commission have 
been rejected as inapplicable and un- 
acceptable as a definition, and it would 
therefore appear that legislation would 
be required to make the definition applic- 
able to all cases. 

Then I pass on to another point. 
I am asked as to the recommendations 
of the Fry Commission, “ That more 
detailed instructions should be given to 
sub-commissioners to guide them on 
difficult questions and to remove the 
prevailing diversity of opinion and of 
practice.” Well, we cannot interfere 
with a judicial discretion, but I may 
make this general remark. When the 
Fry Commission made that  recom- 
mendation they pointed out that on 
certain matters of capital importance 
the sub-commissioners were left without 
guidance. That cannot be said now. 
Since the Commission reported there 
have been decisions on many of the points 
mentioned by the Commission, and each 
one of those decisions is brought to the 
notice of the Assistant Commissioners, 
and thus they have guidance from 
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decisions of the very highest authority |a very able colleague of mine in the 


on all matters upon which the Fry Com- | Court of Appeal. 


mission said it would be wise to give | 


them instructions, such as occupation, 


interest, improvability of the soil, true. 
'should tie a cloak over his eyes, and say 
Then it is said that all the Assistant | 
(ommissioners and court valuers should | 


value, competition value, and so on. 


be permanent. 
that. 


discuss 


I do not think I need | 
I think it is now con-| 


ceded that that is not a proposition | 


that can be entertained. Then 
said that in fixing the fair rent of 


it is | 


a second term the first proceedings | 
shall be considered. So they are. 


Then it is said that the Pink Schedule | 


should have more matters introduced 
into it. 1 do not agree with my noble 


friends about the Pink Schedule, but 
it was their creation. In 1896 


ito prices. | 


they insisted upon the Pink Schedule, | 


so that there could be no escaping from 
it. In my opinion, even then the Pink 
Schedule was an enormously heavy 


1 never could under- 
stand the possibility of maintaining that 
suggestion. The idea that when a man 
is sitting down to find out a thing, you 


that he is not to know what everyone in 
the court knows, strikes me as simply 
fantastic. 


Tue Duke oF ABERCORN: I may 
remind my noble friend that it is done 
under the Agricultural Holdings Act in 
ingland ; it is expressly provided in 


‘that Act. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: Ido not believe 
in it myself, but 1 will not pursue that 
matter further. My noble friend referred 
have had sent to me a 
volume—a ‘painfully large volume— 
of prices, and I am told that these prices 
are circulated most carefully, and that 


‘every possible means is taken to enable 


business ; it was loaded with a mass of | 


detail and information, and now the 
suggestion is made, following some of 
the suggestions of the Fry Commission 
—but not all of them—that other addi- 
tions should be made. I believe the 
Land Commission are of opinion that the 
Pink Schedule is already seriously over- 
loaded, and that it would be most unwise, 
in the interests of reasonable and prac- 
tical administration, to seek to go into 
any more topics. : 
reasons for that, but it would take a 
considerable time. 


[ apprehend, from an interruption made , 
last year, that I need not go into the 


suggestion that where a farm is shown 
to be deteriorated the Land Commission 
do not act with fairness and independ- 


ence, and refuse to take up the question | 


at all while the farm isin that bad 
state. I was stopped last year, but I 
am prepared to show that the Land 
Commission, when a farm is in a 
state of deterioration, at once adjourn 


the hearing and take very drastic | 
measures. I dealt last year with the 


statement about the valuers being a 


separate and independent body, and I | 
also dealt with the further point that | 


the Assistant Commissioners should be 


ignorant of what had been done by the | 


original Commissioners ; that was fully 
gone into by Lord Justice Fitzgibbon, 


I could give other 


people to know all the prices. I believe, 
also, that the proper time for taking 
those prices, and the cost of production. 


into account is when you are examining 


a holding with a view to measuring its 
fair rent. Everything is done to give 
information, and prices and cost of pro- 
duction may, of course, vary with each 
holding. Then the last question is 
(with the supplement that my noble 
friend has furnished me with privately) 
one that would terrify a man who had 
not a reasonable amount of courage 
and a considerable experience in dealing 
with this class of question. It is— 

‘‘ Whether, in determining the fair rent of a 
holding. there are any (and, if so, 
what) ‘ circumstances of the case, holding, and 
district’ (other than that specified in Section 8, 
Sub-section 10) which the Land Commission do 
not take into account; and what are their 
reasons for refusing to take same intoaccount.”’ 
I should think they took everything 
into account. [ have no means ot 
cross-examining the Land Commissioners 
on the views they take of their functions : 
and, with reference to the detailed 
memorandum handed to me by the 
noble Duke, I cannot answer those 
questions at all; but I say that the law 
on these subjects has been authori- 
tatively ascertained by legal decisions 
open to everyone, five of which I have 
already referred to, and all have access 
‘to those decisions. If I occupied more 


‘ 
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time with attempting to 
explain judgments | should simply 
weary your Lordships. Upon practically 
every topic that is referred to judicial 
decisions have been pronounced, some of 


them by the Court of Appeal, some by | 
the Judicial Commissioner of the Land | 


Commission, and everybody can ascer- 
tain the law by the simplest r> erence 
to those extremely well-known decisions. 


Tue Earn or MAYO: My Lords, I 
find myself for the second time in the 
position of having to answer the noble | 
and learned Lord. His speech to-night | 
is | may say, without saying anything | 
rude [ hope, practically a repetition 
of what we heard on the last occasion. | 
The differences are very small and very | 
slight. He said that the matters that | 
had been dealt with by thé Land Com- 
mission on the recommendation of the 
Fry Commission were only technical. 
They were so technical that they required 
explanation at the hands of one of the | 
best lawyers we have ever seen in dealing 
with the Land question. The only | 
important new statement the noble and 
learned Lord made was this, that the} 
value and interest of the landlord and 
tenant were taken into consideration. 
Well, my Lords, the noble and learned 
Lord’s statement, that he hates the Act of 
1881—— 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: I do not think 
I said I hated it ; I am not a lover of it. 


Tue Earn or MAYO: Well, not to 


{LORDS} 
read and} *Lorp ASHBOURNE: I was asked 


| patents or titles. 
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what changes were made in deference 
to the Fry Commission, and all the 
changes 1 mentioned were made in 
deference to that Commission. ; 


Tue Eart oF} MAYO: I apologise 
to the noble Lord ; I missed that explana- 
tion. So much, then, with regard to the 
first question. The noble and learned 
Lord then referred to the search for 
That is a very small 
question. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: It may be very 


expensive. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: It is very 
expensive, we know, but if the specifica- 
tion of title were made ezsy and less 
expensive, it would be much _ better. 
Then the noble and learned Lord said 
broadly that without fresh legislation 
there could be no definition of fair rent. 
That is a very thorny subject, and it has 
been threshed out over and over again. 
If the noble and learned Lord says that 
there cannot be a definition of fair rent 
without legislation we must accept that, 
but all the legal luminaries in Ireland 
were gathered together to furnish a 
definition of fair rent, and no proper 
decision was arrived at. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: I dealt 


that in my speech. 


with 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR (The Earl 


love a thing is much the same as to say of Hatspury): I would remind the 


that one hates the thing. But I may 
siy that I pity the noble and learned 
Lord, with the knowledge that he has 
got, to have to stand up here and defend 
it, and defend it after the finding of the 
Fry Commission. I quite agree with him 


noble Lord that the rules of debate do 
not allow of a running dialogue between 
two noble Lords. 


Tue Eart oF MAYO: To conclude 
my observations, 1 am of opinion that 


that it is quite impossible without legisla- the answer of His Majesty’s Govern- 


gion to deal with a great many of the 
questions that the Fry Commission 
recommended should be dealt 


ment was unsatisfactory, and the noble 
Duke who put the question will no 


with. doubt give notice that he will move for 


sut the answers of the noble and learned | a Committee of your Lordships to report 


Lord are not satisfactory. 


The first on the points referred to in the questions 


question I think I have dealt with ; he he put to-day. 


said that these were only technical | 
things. They are very small things, | 
and he mentioned one of them with | 


regard to the Purchase Code. Now the | 


Tue Duke or ABERCORN : My Lords, 


I beg to give notice that the reply of 
His Majesty’s Government being unsatis- 


noble Duke in the course of his speech factory, and I will on Thursday next, the 
siid nothing about the Purchase Code. | 18th instant, move for the appointment 


Lord Ashbourne. 


- 
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65 Private Bill 


of a Select Committee of your Lord- 
ships’ House to inquire into and report 
on the several matters comprised in the 
questions which I have put to His 
Majesty's Government on this subject. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Eight of the clock, till 
to-morrow, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 


{11 Juty 1901} 
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adhered to their original proposal, the 
House would have been asked to insert 
a like clause, but, in view of the change 
effected before the House of Lords Com- 
mittee, although he would have liked, 
in view of their Report on the subject, 
to have heard the views of the represen- 
tative of the Board of Agriculture, he 
did not feel justified in opposing the 
Second Reading. He wished it to be 
borne in mind, however, that it must 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


| 


Thursday, 11th June, 1900. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 
[Lords]. (By Orper.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 





Mr. PAULTON (Durham, 
Auckland) said that in connection with 
this Bill he desired to make one or two 
observations, especially on the question 
of common lands, in regard to which 
Parliament had adopted a_ universal 
policy, having kept a jealous eve on the 
proceedings of public bodies in taking 
such lands. As that Bill was originally 
introduced, it contained provisions under 


| assurance on the subject. 


Bishop | 


/not be supposed the House would over- 


look any proposal which would be con- 
trary to its settled practice in regard to 
common lands. Under the circum- 
stances, he would defer until a future 
stage any remarks he wished to 
make. His sole object was to safe- 
guard the interests of those who cared 
to preserve the rights of the public over 
common lands, and he did _ not 
wish it to be supposed that the House 
of Commons in any way shirked its 
responsibility on that question. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
said he would like to have obtained from 
some hon. Member whose name was on 
the back of the Bill some satisfactory 
He thought 
it was a case in which the Birmingham 
Clause ought to be inserted. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is a Bill from the 
other House, and there are no names 
on the back of it. 





| Mr. PAULTON said he understood it 
| was important that the Bill should be 


“hie » . (1 ati 4 ake ° . 
which the Leeds Corporation were to take | .o.4 a second time that day in order 


over a very large tract of land for the 
purposes of their water supply. He 
understood that in the House of Lords 
those provisions were altered, and that 
the corporation were now taking only a 
comparatively small quantity of land. 
Had the Bill remained unaltered, there 
would have been a strong case for asking 
that what was known as the Birming- 
ham Clause should be inserted. It would 
be remembered that some time ago, 
when the Birmingham Corporation came 
to Parliament for power to acquire very 
large tracts of land in Wales for their 
water supply, Parliament insisted that 
they should give the public access over 
the common lands they proposed to 


{ mittee. 


that it might go at once before a Com- 
He did not therefore feel justi- 
fied in moving its rejection. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 





acquire. If the Leeds Corporation had 
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complied with, viz. :— 


Education Board Provisional Orders | 


Confirmation 
[Lords]. 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 


Bill [Lords]. 


(Barnes, &c.) 


{COMMONS} 


the Lords. 68 
which are applicable thereto have been | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 


As amended, considered; read the 


Bill | third time, and passed. 


HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords], 


second time to-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 
REPORT). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 


SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


7) BILL (SPECIAL | CREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 


RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


Reported with Amendments ; Reports 


teport from the Examiners of Petitions | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 


following Bill, referred pursuant to the | sT. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 


Order of the House of the 9th July, they | 


have made the following Special Report : 
s 


[Lords]. 


Reported, with an Amendment ; Re- 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER | port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
(No. 7) BrLu.—If this Bill is intended by the | printed. 


Order of the House of the 9th July to be treated 


as a Private Bill in respect of the Amendments | 


introduced in Committee in the Confirmation; LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 


Bill, the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, inasmuch as no notice has been 
given of the powers sought by Clause 2 of the 
said Bill, as amended in Committee. 

But the Standing Orders do not contemplate 
the examination of Confirmation Bills by the | 
Examiners in regard to any requirements 
other than those contained in Standing Orders 
38 and 39, compliante with which has been | 
already proved. | 

C. W. CAMPION. 
J. F. SyMons JEUNE. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


STROUD GAS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION 
BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords] 

King’s consent signified ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 








BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without amendment; Re- 


port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to :— 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 

Bill ; 

Military Lands 
(No. 2) Bill ; 
Pembroke Urban District Council 
(County of Dublin) Bill— 


Without amendment. 


Orders 


Provisional 


That they have agreed to :— 

Cleveland and Durham County Elec- 
tric Power Bill; 

Great Central Railway Bill ; 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers) Bill ; 

Dublin Corporation (Markets, Etc.) 
Bill ; 

Bury Corporation Bill— 

With Amendments. 


That they have agreed to :— 
Amendments to— 

Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords] 
Without amendment. 
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PETITIONS. | Appendices, for the year 1900-1901 
| [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
sy P 


AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED | 


DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX | NAVY (EXCEPTIONS TO KING’S 

RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. REGULATIONS). 

Petition from Glasgow, against re- Copy presented, of List of Exceptions 
enactment ; to lie upon the Table. _to the King’s Regulations as to Pay, 


Non-effective Pay, and Allowances during 
ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION the year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; 


BILL. to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(ACCOUNTS). 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) | Return ordered, “of the Accounts, 
sonaee - 'as they are respectively made up, of the 
Petitions in favour, from Willoughby- Metropolitan Water Companies and of 
on-the-Wolds, and West Ham; to lie’ the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee 
upon the Table. to the 30th day of September and the 
a 31st day of December, 1900 (in con- 
PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (RETURN- ‘tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
ING OFFICERS’ EXPENSES). 308, of Session 1900). (Mr. Grant 
Petition from Sligo, for legislation ; Lawson.) 
to lie upon the Table. 


> OF INTOXICATING . PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sileby ; 
Chipping Norton; Edgbaston, and 
Wigan ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 


ry C 7 Orders (No. 3) Bill. "_(M T. Gera ld 
SOVEREIGN’S YATH ON ACCESSIO)D . \ 
sean anh. ; ” Balfour.) 


etiti from Castletown, against ; 
; ae the Table °"? COMMISSIONERS OF NATIONAL 
ete er EDUCATION (IRELAND). 








WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. _ Copy ordered, “of Extracts from 
. Spe: : Pease? ; 
Petition of Mining Association of Great resent gt ene ened ‘in 
itain, against ; to lie upon the Table. ee ee ee maaan wrk 
Britain, against ; to le upo , land), and other Documents, in relation 
——---— to recent action taken by the Most 
: Reverend W. J. Walsh, D.D., Archbishop 
-ETURNS. REP ae. A ® . : ‘ ach 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. of Dublin, respecting alleged irregularities 
eae in the transaction of business in the office 
HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL | of the Commissioners, and to the with- 
COMMISSION). drawal or amendment of letters alleged to 
Copy presented, of Report on the) have been incorrect.’”-—(Mr. Wundham.) 
Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
Portland, K.G., preserved at Welbeck | upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Abbey (Vols. VI. and VIL), and the | [No, 261.] 
Manuscripts of Berwick-upon-Tweed and |= 
Burford Corporations, the counties of | 
Wilts and Worcester, and of the Deans | QUESTIONS. 
and Chapters of Chichester and Salisbury | 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. _— 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TRANSVAAL 
DUBLIN HOSPITALS. REPUBLIC—STATE DEBTS. 
Copy presented, of Forty-third Report) Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
of the Board of Superintendence, with | lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
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71 Questions. 


Secretary of State for the 
whether Lord Kitchener’s communica- 
tion to General Botha to the effect that 
the British Government could not 
undertake to pay the debts of the late 
Transvaal Republic applied to the State 
loans issued previous to the war. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Lord Kitchener's 
communication to General Botha had 
special reference to General Botha’s 
inquiry whether debts contracted since 
the war began and notes issued since 
that date would be recognised. His 
Majesty’s Government, while declining 
to undertake liability for debts contracted 
since the commencement of the war, do 
not propose to repudiate the State loans 
issued previous to the war, so far as 
they can be provided out of the Trans- 
vaal, but the terms are still under con- 
sideration. 


FIELDS 
AND 


CENSORSHIP — DIAMOND 
ADVERTISER—MR. RHODES 
COL. KEKEWICH. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that on the 
10th February, 1900, the military 
censor during the siege of Kimberley 
informed the editor of the Diamond 
Fields Advertiser, a paper under the 
control of Mr. Rhodes, that he had on 
two occasions printed articles on the 
military sit uationinjurious to the interests 
of the Army and the defence of the 
town, and had committéd offences dealt 
with by the Army Act, and informed 
him that proofs must be submitted to 
the censor before publication, and that 
in consequence the publication of the 
Diamond Fields Advertiser wassuspended; 
and, seeing that, after raising the siege 
of Kimberley, Mr. Rhodes, in presence 
of General French and of Colonel Keke- 
wich, took on himself the responsibility 
of those articles and ordered Colonel 
Kekewich out of his house when this 
interview took place, what notice, if any, 
is it intended to take of this matter ; 
whether these matters were brought to 
the notice of Lord Roberts while in 
command in South Africa, and what 
notice, if any, did he take or recommend 
in reference to these matters. 


— 


{COMMONS} 


Colonies | 





Questions. 72 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I am not aware of the circum- 
stances alluded to in the question, nor 
was any report made to Lord Roberts. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this matter 
was brought under the notice of the 
late Secretary for War and—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Now, Mr. 
Speaker—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. Gentle- 
man was asked if attention had been 
called to a specific fact, and his answer 
was in the negative. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Arising out 
of that answer, and having regard to the 
fact I have now specifically directed his 
attention to, and seeing also that Mr. 
Rhodes has grossly insulted Colonel 
Kekewich, will inquiry be made ? 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
Mr. BRODRICK: The whole oceur- 


rence dates back fifteen or eighteen 
months. I certainly shall make no in- 
quiry. 


You dare 
control of 


MacNEILL : 
under the 


Mr. SWIFT 
not. You are 
Rhodes. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


CENSORSHIP—MR. WALLACE’S 
CHARGES. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been called 
to the charges made by Mr. Edgar 
Wallace, a newspaper correspondent in 
South Africa, that the military censor 
struck out from a telegram handed in 
at Drisselfontein on 23rd February 


many passages descriptive of the action 
in which General De Wet was routed 
by the force under Colonel Plumer, 
including all references to the work of 
the Australian troops and the Yeomanry, 
jand inserted a number of passages, 
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73 Questions. 


some of which were inaccurate; and 
whether he is making inquiries into 
these charges. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have telegraphed 


to inquire. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
inquire what are the rules under which 
the censorship is now being carried on 
in South Africa ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir, I will ask 


for a statement. 


CENSORSHIP—REUTER’S CORRE: 
SPON DENT. 

Mr. NORMAN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he has 
made inquiry into the circumstances 
under which Lord Kitchener described as 
without foundation a despatch of Reuter’s 
correspondent in South Africa which 
Lord Kitchener now admits to have been 
accurate with the exception of the name 
of the Boer officer commanding ; and 
whether, if his inquiries show that no 
blame attaches to Reuter’s correspondent 
in the matter, he will cause some official 
expression of regret to be conveyed to 
him for the charge inadvertently made 
against him. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I will read out the 
telegrams despatched to, and received 
from, Lord Kitchener on this matter :— 


From the Secretary of State for War to 
Lord Kitchener. 
War Office, 8th June, 1901. 
Is there any truth in discomfiture of 
Beyer’s commando reported in press ? 


From Lord Kitchener to the 
Secretary of State for War. 
Pretoria, 9th June, 1901. 
Referring to your telegram 8th June, re 
Beyer’s, no truth in report. 


From the Secretary of State for War to 
Lord Kitchener. 
War Office, 10th June, 1901. 
Reuter’s correspondent has seriously mis- 
led the public respecting Beyer’s defeat. What 
steps do you propose to take ? 


From Lord Kitchener to the 
Secretary of State for War. 
Pretoria, llth June, 1901. 
I have warned Press Censor to be more care- 


ful. I think it would be as well if ine 


{11 JuLy 1901} 
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would publish fact that we are not responsible 
in any way for correctness of correspondent’s 
news. Many misleading telegrams are sent 
from different parts of the country that do 
injure military operations, but are distinctly 
inaccurate. 


In consequence of recent mail letters 
received, however, it is suggested that an 
action did take place which was in favour 
of the Boers on that date, but it did not 
relate to Beyer’s commando. I tele- 
graphed on the 10th asking whether 
there was any truth in that suggestion. 
[ have not yet received Lord Kitchener’s 
reply. 


Mr. NORMAN: The point is whether 
Reuter’s correspondent sent a message 
which was without foundation or not. _ 


Mr. BRODRICK : I do not think that 
the hon. Member would be justified in 
reading anything into my reply. My 
reply is that I am at present under the 
impression that there was no special 
action which Lord Kitchener thought it 
worth while to report dn that date. If 
that be so, then the correspondent is in 
error ; but if there was an action in which 
the Boers suffered heavily on that date 
there would be some foundation for the 
belief in the correspondent’s report, and 
that it was only a difference in the name 
of the Boer commander which was wrong. 


VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT— 
ALLEGED SHOOTING BY BOERS OF 
BRITISH WOUNDED. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I desire to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he has any 
official information to give the House 
with regard to the alleged Boer atrocities 

at Vlakfontein. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The following tele- 
grams have passed between the War 
Office and Lord Kitchener on _ this 
subject— 

War Office, June 6, 1901. 

Reuter’s correspondent telegraphs that 
Lieutenant McDougal and Sergeant-Major, 
28th Battery, were shot in cold blood because 
they refused to show the working of the guns 
captured. If this is corroborated, please have 
sworn evidence taken and send copy home. 


Lord Kitchener to Secretary of State for War. 


Pretoria, June 7, 1901. 
In reference to the alleged murder of 
Lieutenant McDougal and a Sergeant-Major of 
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28th Battery, when I heard of the case I} 
caused inquiries tobe made among all wounded. | 
Report unfounded. Will ask correspondents | 
for their authority for statement. 


Lord Kitchener to Secretary of State for War. 
Pretoria, June 11. 
An Imperial Yeomanry officer, Lieutenant 
Hern, who was wounded at Vlakfontein, has 
made a statement that he saw one of the enemy 
shoot some of our wounded on the ground. 


From Secretary of State for War to 
Lord Kitchener. 
War Office, July 8, 1901. 
Detailed statements have been made by mail 
letters in press re shooting of our wounded by 
the Boers at Vlakfontein, have you any infor- 
mation beyond your telegram of June 11? 
Lord Kitchener to Secretary of State for W ar 
Pretoria, July 9, 1901. 
In reply to your telegram of yesterday, it 
has been testified by seven men that they saw 
Boers shoot wounded men at Vlakfontein. 
The statements they made were sent to you by 
last mail. I have ordered evidence on oath to 
be taken. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: May I ask my 
right hon. friend if, when the evidence 
arrives, he will communicate it to the 
House, or the purport of it ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir. 


CIVIL EMPLOYMENT IN THE TRANS: 
VAAL—CASE OF MR. HENDERSON. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether his attention has been 

called to the case of Mr. Henderson, who 

has been ordered to leave the Transvaal ; 
is he aware that this man at the outbreak 
of the war was in a position in the Hay 

Consolidation Gold Mine, at Germiston, 

and then served in Thorneycroft’s 

Mounted Infantry; was wounded, and 

served again until 3lst March, 1901, 

when he went back to Germiston, where 

he was appointed surveyor, but was 
ordered by the British authorities to leave 
the Transvaal, and consequently has 
since been without employment ; whether 
he has knowledge of any orders by which 


British subjects and soldiers who have | 


served are compelled to leave their em- 
ployment in the Transvaal and go either 
to Natal or Cape Colony ; and whether 
he will cause inquiries to be made into 
Henderson’s case, in order that he may 
be allowed to return to Germiston, and 


{COMMONS} 


whether any compensation can be given | 
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in such cases. In putting the question 
I should like tomention two facts, namely, 
that this man had an appointment of 
£50 a month, and now he is out of em- 
ployment at Durban. 


Mr. BRODRICK: [| am not aware ot 
the case referred to. Under the arrange- 
ments made by the Commander-in-Chief 
in South Africa, no officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, or men of irregular corps 
are, at present, allowed to remain in the 
Transvaal or Orange River Colony on 
discharge, except under the following 
conditions : (1) In Government employ ; 
(2) as part of the establishment of 
the Mines Guard, as approved by Lord 
Kitchener, and raised by the Chamber 
of Mines ; (3) under special circumstances 
to be decided by army headquarters, 
South Africa. If the hon. Member will 
send me the information at his disposal 
bearing on this particular case, I will 
consider whether inquiries should be 
made. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Then am [ to 
understand that, in a case like this, where 
a man has served 14 years at the front, 
has been wounded, and in hospital, and 
gets his discharge, the British authorities 
claim the right to drive him out of the 
employment he had before the war 
commenced ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The district is 
under martial law, and discharged men 
must either take service in the way 
mentioned or come under the clause as 
to special circumstances. However, I 
will inquire into this case. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the post out 
of which this man has been driven has 
been filled by an American ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Does 
martial law supersede Christianity ? 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is it 
not the fact that a great many men have 
been allowed to return to their places in 
South Africa who have done nothing to 
support the Government during the war, 
but loafed in Cape Town or visited 


England ? 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether there are 
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not a considerable number of Transvaal | whether, in the written communications 
Boers employed by the Government, and | received by the Government from Lord 
what reason there is for not employing | Kitchener dealing with his interview 


our own people ? 


[No reply was given.] 


TELEGRAMS BETWEEN GENERAL 
BOTHA AND MR. KRUGER. 


with Botha on 28th February and with 
the subsequent communications passing 
betwixt them, Lord Kitchener has stated 
that he regarded the independence of the 
| Transvaal and Orange River Colonies as 


| the point upon which these negotiations 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to | filed 


ask the Secretary of 
whether Lord Kitchener did transmit 


any telegram from General L. Botha to | 


President Kruger ; and, if so, why no 


State for War | 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have published 
the only despatches received from Lord 
Kitchener. They do not contain this 
_ allegation. 


Papers connected with such transmission | 


are included in the South African Papers 
circulated on 9th July. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 
did transmit a telegram from General 
Louis Botha to ex-President Kruger, 
and a reply was permitted. The only 


correspondence on the subject is con- | 


tained in some brief telegrams as to the 
cipher which should be employed, which 
it was not necessary to publish. 


Mr. DILLON : 


Papers that have been published there is 


no reference to Lord Kitchener’s trans- | 


mitting this telegram? There is a note 
of interrogation inserted in Louis Botha’s 
proclamation that a telegram was trans- 
mitted. 


Mr. 
that the only correspondence which took 
place was as to the cipher in which this 
telegram should be sent. There were no 
telegrams from Lord Kitchener to the 
Government. 


Mr. DILLON: 
founded on_ this. 
there to including in the Papers all that 
passed between Lord Kitchener and 
Botha with reference to this telegram ? 


My 


argument is 


that correspondence on so private a 
question as to what cipher should be 
employed should be given to the public. 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL 
BOTHA. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies | Lancashire, Westhoughton): The regi 


BRODRICK: I have explained | 


Can the right hon. | 
Gentleman explain how it is that in the | 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—STATISTICS. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will grant a Return showing, 
‘monthly, the number of white men, 
| women, and children in each of the con- 
centration camps in South Africa, and 
the death rate in each; and if he can 
now give these particulars for the months 
| of May and June. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to be able 
to give a monthly Return of the white 
_persons in these camps and the deaths. 
I am daily expecting the figures for 
June. I have already stated the total 
figures for May in the Transvaal camps 


‘on the 17th June, and in the Orange 


| Ilkeston) : 


What objection is | 


River Colony, Cape Colony, and Natal 
camps on the 20th June. 


SECOND WORCESTERSHIRE REGIMENT 
—ENTERIC FEVER. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can state how 
many men of the 2nd Worcestershire 
Regiment were on the sick list when the 
regiment reached Bloemfontein in May, 
1900 ; how many men of the regiment 


‘ : 'suffe teric fever during the 
T P e suffered from en 
here need be no secret about the cipher. sey of the regiment: at Mlscadoatdn, 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not desirable | 


and the number of deaths ; how many 
of the men were left sick of enteric fever 
when the regiment left Bloemfontein ; 


_and how many died of enteric fever in 
\the two months after the regiment had 


‘left. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
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ment reached Bloemfontein in the week | War whether he is aware that, in conse. 
ending the 6th April, 1900, and had | quence of the steamer “ Lovedale” 
nineteen admissions to hospital from all | being unable to carry more than 370 of 
causes during the march thither from | the Seaforth Militia from Kyle of Loch- 
Norvals Pont, of these twelve were dis- | alsh to Stornoway on the evening of 
charged to duty soon after arrival. | 11th June, 230 of the men were left 
During their stay at Bloemfontein up to | at Kyle, where, owing to the insufficiency 
the 25th May there were fourteen deaths | of the accommodation, they had to spend 
from enteric fever, and from the 25th /the night on the platform and await 
May to the 27th July there were fifteen the sailing of another steamer at 2 p.m. 
deaths from enteric fever. No further |the following afternoon. And, seeing 
statistics are available. \that the regiment had just returned 
‘from a hot climate, and that the weather 
MILITIA FORCE IN SOUTH AFRICA. | at the time was cold, wet, and stormy, 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | will he explain why instructions were 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of | not issued for some of the men to be 
State for War whether he can give the detained and accommodated for the 
total number of the Militia forces sent to | night at Dingwall, as soon as it was 
South Africa, the number of casualties; known that the steamer originally 
among officers and men that have secured to convey the men to Storno- 
occurred, specifying killed, wounded, way was not available. 
and invalided. 
ee ae ... | Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
Lorp STANLEY: The total Militia gqq to the very full explanation which 


sent to South Africa amounted to 28,039. lhas been already given to the hon. 
I cannot give a list of the casualties, as | \yfember.* : 
it has not been found possible to keep. ; 
up separate returns of the casualties of © Mr. WEIR: The noble Lord has not 
the various branches of the service. | given me any information in answer to 
2p). 7. j _, the question on the Paper. One of the 
Dive tmgmisacet sociale a men subjected to exposure has since died 
‘ in consequence, and many of them are 
Lorp STANLEY: [ am afraid not. seriously ill. I think this matter should 
I do not know whether I can obtain be inquired into, and | will take another 
them. opportunity of raising it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Can the 
noble Lord relieve our anxiety by stating 
what has become of the military press 
censors! Are thev safe ? 


THIRD BATTALION CONNAUGHT 
RANGERS. 
Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the men 





DEPENDENTS OF DECEASED SOL oy ee , . ‘ 

M oie, , ang ASED SOLDIERS. | of the 3rd Battalion ( onnaught Rangers, 
a R. BE AL (Der by): I beg to ask the pefore being sent from Gravesend to 
’ syed of State for War if he can give | Castlebar to be disbanded, were taken 
~ number of widows and orphans of | to a clothing establishment in the former 
‘ ogg meglio ee pgp nasa place to ape mT by “¢ ome 

: at sease, master of the battalion, and that the 
or invalided home, and who have since , amounts of the purchases were stopped 
died, from the commencement of the war from the bounty to which the men were 
in South Africa up to the present date. entitled. Whether he will state the 

Lorp STANLEY: The numbers @!Tangement made between the Graves 
approximately are as follows:—Officers: 4 c¢lothier and the quartermaster ; 
145 widows, 216 children; Men: 3,138 Whether he is aware that the men have 
widows, 4,300 children. been complaining of the manner in 

which they were treated in their pur- 
RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH MILITIA. | Chases ; whether there is any precedent 


4 ‘ | Spee 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : |  * See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xcv., page 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for! 1057; Vol. xevi., page 75. 
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for the proceeding, and can he explain 
why the men were not allowed to 
purchase the clothing wherever they 
wished. 


Lorp STANLEY : I am not aware of 
the matters alluded to. On embodi- 
ment militiamen can dispose of their 
plain clothes or arrange for their safe 
custody, and on disembodiment can 
either take plain clothes or 13s. 6d. in 
lieu ; in the latter case they are abso- 
lutely free to make their own arrange- 


ments as to purchasing plain clothes. | 
If any man of this corps has any com- | 


plaint to make he should refer it to the 
local military authorities. 


Mr. CONOR O’KELLY: But 


Ican bring under his notice # 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir; this is a 
question entirely in the discretion of the 
general officer commanding, and if the 
men have any complaints I am certain 
they will be looked carefully into by 
officers on the spot. 


RAILWAY SERVANTS IN MILITARY 
EMPLOY MENT--PROVISION FOR DE- 
PENDENTS. 


Mr. HARRIS (‘Tynemouth,): I beg | 


to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state what pensions 
are being provided for the widows and 
families of railway servants in military 
employment who have lost their lives 
in pursuance of their duty in South 
Africa, more particularly with regard 
to engine-drivers and firemen; 
whether any provision has been made 
for the distribution of medals to this 
branch of the service; if so, whether 
of equal class to those distributed to 
men enlisted in the Regular Army, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The families ot 
railway employees come within the scope 
of the Patriotic Fund, and in some cases 
are already in receipt of pensions. As 
regards medals, Lord Kitchener will 
forward his recommendations in due 
course. 


HAULBOWLINE ORDNANCE DEPART- 
MENT—LABOURERS’ WAGES. 


CapTtaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 


{11 Juty 1901} 


and | 
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{ War Office whether, in view of the in- 
| crease in wages granted by the Admi- 
_ralty to the dockyard labourers at Haul- 
| bowline, the War Office will favourably 
| consider the case of the labourers in the 
Ordnance Department at Haulbowline, 
whose scale of pay still remains at 16s. 
a week. 


Lorp STANLEY: The pay of the 
labourers in the Army Ordnance Depart- 
ment in the Cork district has been 
already raised to 17s. a week with effect 
from the Ist April, 1901. 


| ARMY REMOUNTS—GLASGOW TRAM- 
WAY HORSES. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War whether he has received a letter 
‘from the corporation of Glasgow with 
reference to the sale of tramway horses, 
and whether he has any information 
in connection with this matter which 
he desires to communicate to the House. 


will | 
the noble Lord inquire into cases which | 


Lorp STANLEY: Will the hon. Mem- 
ber kindly refer to the reply which I 
gave to a question put by the hon. 
Member for the Govan Division ot 
Lanarkshire on Monday last.+ 


Captain NORTON: Arising out of 
that reply, I hope, with your permission, 
Mr. Speaker, 1 may make a personal 
statement. In a recent debate | made 
a certain assertion of fact, and the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
traversed it and completely denied it. 
Immediately afterwards those concerned 
sent a letter to the Secretary for War—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
does not seem to me to be a personal eX- 
planation. A personal explanation must 

relate to a matter which in some way 
affects the character or reputation of an 
hon. Member, and it does not appear to 
me that it does so in this case. ‘he hon. 
Member cannot enter into an argument 
on the subject. 


Captain NORTON: I wish to point 
out that I made a statement on my own 
| responsibility, and it was denied from 
ithe Treasury Bench. I have now proof 


| + See preceding volume, page 1144. 
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positive that my statement was abso- 
lutely correct, although the hon. Gentle- 
man said it was false. 


Questions. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That cannot be 
dealt with as a question of personal ex- 
planation. It was not imputed against 
the hon. Member that he had made a 
statement which he did not believe to 
be true, and mere want of accuracy 
does not amount to a personal reflection 
upon him. 


CapTaIN NORTON: My only object 
in rising was to prove that I was accurate 
in my statement. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is now putting himself out of court. He 
cannot proceed to argue that he is right. 


HOSPITAL SHIP FOR THE MEDI- 
TERRANEAN—THE “ MAINE.” 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether it is the intention of His 
Majesty's Government to supply the 
Mediterranean Fleet with an hospital ship, 
and, if so, can he state when this will 
be done. 


*THeE SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArRNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): It is proposed to send the hospital 
ship ‘‘ Maine’ to the Mediterranean at 
an early date. 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—MR. ARNOLD 
WHITE’S LETTER. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether the infor- 
mation in reference to the condition of 
the Mediterranean Fleet published by 
Mr. Arnold White was obtained by 
him by use of the letter which he 
obtained from the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, and why that information 
was withheld from the House of Com- 
mons. 
*MR. 


ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am 


not aware of what action Mr. Arnold 
White may have taken, but I am confi- 
dent that no naval officer gave informa- 
tion to Mr. White which he would not 
otherwise have given, in consequence of | 
the letter referred to. 


I have no reason 
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|to believe that any attempt was ever 
made to use the letter for the purpose of 
‘obtaining such information. No infor. 
mation with respect to the ships in the 
, Mediterranean has been withheld from 
the House of Commons. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: But Mr. Arnold 
|White’s own language is that if the 
‘members of the Navy League have 
obtained any information it is due pri- 
marily to the action of the Admiralty 
itself. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : He refers 
in his letter to an answer which I gave 
to the hon. Member for Wolverhampton, 
Neither question nor answer had any- 
thing whatever to do with the point 
raised by the hon. Member. 


Mr. DILLON: I am quoting the 
language of Mr. Arnold White's own 
letter. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 


no such statement in the letter. 


VICTUALLING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
it is the intention of the Board of Admi- 
ralty to improve the quality and increase 
the quantity of the rations issued to the 
bluejackets and stokers of the Royal 

' Navy. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER : The 
Report of the Victualling Committee, 
which has dealt with the subject referred 
toin the question, will shortly be pre- 
sented to Parliament. The Report 
makes various recommendations with 
respect to the point raised by the hon. 
Member, but I am not yet in a position 
to state what are the exact steps which 
the Admiralty will think it desirable to 
take upon such recommendations. 


MODERNISATION OF DOCKYARD 
MACHINERY. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
any steps are being taken to modernise 
the machinery in His Majesty’s dock- 
yards, and, if so, to what extent. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 

great importance of modernising all the 
machinery in the Royal dockyards is 
fully appreciated at the Admiralty. An 
average of £67,000 a year has been 
spent for this purpose during the last 
ten years. A sum of £215,000 for 
machinery for establishments on shore 
isincluded in the current year’s Estimates 
—of which a large portion is for the 
dockyards. 


NAVAL ARMAMENTS — H.MS. 
* DREADNOUGHT.” 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, having 
regard to the fact that the ‘ Dread- 
nought ”’ originally had in her turrets 
four 12°5 38-ton, Mark I. muzzle-loading 
guns, which have been replaced by 
other muzzle-loading guns, and that the 
change involved great alterations, such 
as cutting away a portion of the armour, 
can he state what expense was entailed, 
and in what respects the fighting effi- 
ciency of the ship has been increased. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In 1897 


the Mark I. muzzle-loading guns of the 








“Dreadnought” were replaced — by 
similar guns of a later pattern, having 
lower pressures and an increased muzzle 
velocity. It was not necessary to cut 
away the armour, the only alteration 
involved being that which was necessary 
to strengthen the gun slides. The total 
cost involved in the alteration to the guns 
and gun mountings was £3,250. 


i@Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): Then are vessels still being 
armed with muzzle-loading guns ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER: No; 
fora long time past no ships have been 
armed with them. 


Mr. PAULTON : But did not the hon. 
Gentleman say the guns were replaced 
in 1897 ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: Yes; 
the old guns were then replaced by 
newer guns of the same kind. 


ROYAL NAVY—TURBINE ENGINES. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- | 


{11 Juty 1901} 
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(ralty whether the Board of Admiralty 
have now come to any conclusion as to the 
adoption of the turbine system of pro- 
_pulsion for vessels of His Majesty's Fleet ; 
has it been found from the experience 
of the ‘“ Viper ” that this system, besides 
giving greater speed, enables all the 
_ engines to be placed below the water-line, 
that it entirely gets rid of all vibration, 
'and thus greatly diminishes the risk of 
breakdowns, as well as the discomfort 
‘caused by vibration, that the turbine 
| engines occupy little more than half the 
space required for corresponding engines 
of the usual type, thus affording more 
space for stowage of fuel or ammunition, 
and that fewer men are needed in the 
engine room ; do the Admiralty propose 
to adopt this system in any of the battle- 
ships, cruisers, or destroyers included 
in this year’s programme of new construc- 
tion ; and, if not, why not. 





Questions. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No con- 
clusion has yet been reached as to the 
adoption of the turbine system of pro- 
pulsion for vessels of His Majesty's 
fleet. Trials are now in progress with 
the “ Viper’? under service conditions, 
and in comparison with other destroyers. 
Much valuable information, which will 
assist in reaching a decision as to further 
applications of the turbine system, will 
thus be obtained. Experience with the 
‘Viper ” has shown that a higher speed 
ean be realised with her turbo-motors 
than can be obtained in a destroyer 
of similar dimensions and form fitted 

|with ordinary engines. Vibration is 
practically avoided. It does not appear 
correct to say that the turbo-motor 
engines necessarily occupy less space 
than the ordinary reciprocating engines, 
but they require less vertical height and 
therefore can, as the hon. Member 
suggests, be more easily kept below the 
water-line—an undoubted advantage. 
The total engine room and boiler room 
‘complement of the “ Viper”’ is larger 
than that required in the 30-knot de- 
stroyers fitted with the ordinary engines, 
but the horse-power developed at her 
/maximum speed is greatly in excess in 
the former ship. Proposals with outline 
| designs for fitting turbo-motors in third 
| class cruisers and new types of destroyers 
are now under consideration. No deci- 
sion has been reached respecting vessels 
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included in this year’s programme. 


Questions. 
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is not contemplated at present to adopt is done by local authorities in similar 
the system on battleships or large | cases. 
| 


cruisers. 


NAVAL WORKS—DESIGNS AND PLANS— 
SUGGESTED OPEN COMPETITION. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask | 


the Secretary to the Admiralty, with 
regard to the system of contracting pur- 
sued by the Admiralty in respect of 
naval works for which an expenditure 
has been authorised of £23,636,922, 
under which system the Admiralty 
settles in its own Works Department the 
design and plans of these works and all 


the details of their construction, and | 
puts up to competition the price alone at | 


which the works thus conditioned will 
be executed, will His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment consider the desirability of putting 
up to competition the design and plan of 
any future works, as well as their price ; 
and, if not, will he state the reasons 
for adhering to the present system. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The practice usually followed 
at the Admiralty is correctly described 
by the hon. Member. The design and 
plan of works, and details of their con- 
struction, are settled in the Works Depart- 
ment, and the price of carrying out the 


works is alone made a matter of compe- | 


tition. This practice is in conformity 
with that ordinarily followed by dock 
and railway companies and harbour 
boards which possess an adequate engi- 
neering staff. The system under which 
the design and plan of works are made 
the subject of competition would, how- 
ever, be adopted in any case in which, in 
the opinion of the Admiralty, it offered 
distinct advantages. 


NAVAL CONTRACTS—PUBLICATION OF | 


TENDERS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty is it the 
practice of the Admiralty, when they 
have made contracts based on the accept- 
ance of one of several competitive 


tenders, not to publish the amounts of | 


the tenders received with the names of 
those who have made them ; and, if so, 


/ ment 
will the Admiralty consider the desira- | Chronicle of 6th February that the 


Mr. PRETYMAN : This question wag 
fully inquired into in 1888 by the 
Directors of Army and Navy Contracts, 
and the conclusion arrived at, as the 
result of experience and after obtaining 
the opinions of manufacturers, was that 
it was to the interest of the country that 
the practice of treating tenders as strictly 
confidential should be continued. The 
Report of the Directors of Army and 
Navy Contracts upon the subject was 
presented to Parliament in March, 1888, 


INDIAN STAFF CORPS. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central); 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has recently received 
a despatch from the Government of 
India having reference to the complaints 
of the Indian Staff Corps officers in 
respect of their supersession by officers 
of the British Service ; whether the 
Government of India are aware of the 
urgency of the grievance, and _ have 
made recommendations for remedying 
it; and whether any decision has yet 
been arrived at ; and if not, can he state 


| when he will be in a position to make a 


definite announcement on the subject. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): This matter has been for some 
time under consideration, but within the 


‘last few days, on the recommendation of 


the Government of India, I have sane- 
tioned a reduction of the periods qualify- 
ing for promotion to the ranks of captain 
and major in the Indian Staff Corps from 
eleven to nine years and from twenty to 
eighteen years respectively. 


BAROTZELAND. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether an expedition has been 
despatched to Barotzeland, whether the 
natives have risen, and whether another 
small native war is in progress. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A sstate- 
appeared in the Buluwayo 
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natives in Barotzeland were in an un- 
gttled condition. On the 2nd of April 
the acting administrator reported that 
this statement was without the slightest 
foundation. If the hon. Member has 
later information, I will inquire as to its 
truth by telegraph. 


CAPE TO AUSTRALIA CABLE 
CONTRACT. 


*Sirk EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
(Colonies whether a contract has now 
heen signed in connection with the estab- 
lishment of the Cape to Australia cable ; 
whether he will state the nature of the 
landing privileges accorded to the con- 
tracting company, more especially with 
regard to the Cocos Islands ; and whether, 
in view of modern precedents and con- 
sidering the appeals made by Canada, 
Australia, and Cape Colony, he will 
obtain the insertion of an expropriation 
cause reserving to the State the right of 
purchase on equitable terms. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No general 
contract will be signed between His 
Majesty’s Government and the Eastern 
Telegraph Company in regard to this 
Cape-Australia cable, but the conditions 
by which the company will be bound 
will be embodied in landing licences, 
shortly to be issued for this cable at 
Mauritius, Rodrigues, and Cocos Islands, 
on the lines indicated in my answer to the 
question of the hon. Member of the 
llth March last.+ I have not received | 
any appeals from Canada, Australia, and 
the Cape that an expropriation clause 
should be inserted in these licences. | 


*Sir EDWARD SASSOON: Is my 
right hon. friend aware that responsible 
hodies in these colonies, such as chambers 
of commerce and boards of trade, have 
repeatedly passed resolutions urging the 
adoption of this clause by the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is not | 
the question on the Paper. I was asked | 
if appeals had been made by Canada, 
Australia, and Cape Colony, and my 
reply to that is in the negative. 


+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xe., 
age 1157. 
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SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the attention of His Majesty’s Govern- 


'ment has been drawn to the decision of 


the Provincial Court of Mombasa, in the 
slave case which was heard before 
Mohammedan assessors, in which judg- 
ment was delivered by the judge of that 
court on 25th April, 1898, to the effect 
that all slaves imported into the coast 
territories of the Sultan of Zanzibar 
since the decree of 18th April, 1876, are 
illegally held and should be confiscated ; 
and whether, having regard to this 
judgment, the Government will accele- 
rate the process of ending slavery in the 
British Protectorate of Zanzibar, situated 
on the mainland, by issuing a proclama- 
tion to make the decision known and 
effective throughout that portion of the 
Sultanate. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): His Majesty’s 
Government are aware of the decision 
referred to. The Proclamation issued 
by the Sultan of Zanzibar on the 18th of 
April, 1876, is no doubt perfectly familiar 
to the inhabitants of the mainland 
dominions of the Sultan of Zanzibar, but 
His Majesty’s Commissioner in East 
Africa will be consulted in regard to the 
suggestion that further steps should be 
taken to give publicity to the decision 
referred to in the question. 


INCOME TAX STATISTICS. 


Mr. DAVID MaclVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can state 
how many persons in Great Britain and 
Ireland pay income tax, and, approxi- 
mately, what proportion the total num- 
ber of income-tax payers bears to the 
total adult population of the United 
Kingdom. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): There are no actual statistics 
on this point, and I must decline to give 
figures which could be no more than a 
guess at the truth. 
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TOTTENHAM MORTUARY SCANDAL. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
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‘Carnarvon Summer Assizes on Friday, 
| 12th July, and whether, under these 
| circumstances, the acting under-sheriff 
has summoned and empanelled the jurors 


attention has been called to a case last | who will try the said cases ; if so, whether 


Wednesday at the Tottenham police 
court, when it came to light that the 


this is in accordance with the usual prae- 
tice, and what steps he proposes to take 


body of a child had been lying for ten | in the matter. 


days in the Tottenham mortuary owing 
to a dispute between the local authorities 
as to who was liable for the expense of 


burying it, and whether he will cause a | 


strict inquiry into this case to be held. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For) 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuie, Croydon): I am informed by 
the police that the child died on 24th 
June. The father applied for a burial | 
order on the 29th, but the relieving 
officer did not feel justified in giving 
the order, because he thought the father 
could afford to bury the child himself. 
He was told, however, that the appli- 
cation would be referred to the guardians 
at their meeting on 3rd July, and on 
that day the guardians granted an 
order for the burial, the expenses to 
be advanced on loan. The delay in bury- 
ing is most regrettable. Such a state 
of things ought not, in my opinion, to | 
have been allowed to arise, but I have 
no power to intervene. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it. 
within the knowledge of the right hon. | 
Gentleman that this body remained in 
the mortuary for nine or ten days ? Will 
his department take steps to prevent 
such a thing occurring again ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The body no doubt, 
did remain in the mortuary the time 


named. I have expressed my views on 
the question. I have no power of inter- | 
ference. 


| *Mr. RITCHIE: I have no authority 
to take any action with regard to the 
facts as stated in the question—as to 
which facts I have no official information, 
The only remedy in such a case would be 
the legal one of challenge. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if he will 
ascertain whether this same acting under 
sheriff is also an informant in one or 
more of the cases to be tried, as the 
matter is urgent and the cases are to 
come before the Assizes to-morrow. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have told the hon. 
Gentleman that, assuming the facts to 
be true—and I have no doubt he has 
made inquiry as to that—I have no 
power to intervene. The only remedy | 
know of is the remedy of challenge. 
Every man on the whole panel can be 
challenged. 


PROHIBITED PLAYS—“ SECRETS OF 
THE HAREM.” 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state on what grounds 
the presentation of the play styled 
‘Secrets of the Harem,” which has 
already run for over four years, has been 
recently prohibited at the Shakespeare 
Theatre, Clapham Junction, and if he 
will see that this inhibition, which is 
causing loss to the various persons 


engaged in the enterprise, is promptly 


| removed. 


THE PENRHYN QUARRY DISPUTE. | 
*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 





shire, Arfon): I beg to ask the Secre-| STATE ror tHe HOME DEPARTMENT 
tary of State for the Home Department | (Mr. Jesse Cottinas, Birmingham, Bor- 
whether his attention has been called to | desley) : The Secretary of State has been 
the fact that the acting under-sheriff for | asked by the Secretary to the Treasury 
the county of Carnarvon is solicitor to| to answer this question. Representa- 
Lord Penrhyn, and, with his partner, a! tions having been made to the Lord 
prosecutor in cases arising out of the| Chamberlain that this play, as recently 
Penrhyn Quarry dispute, which will! presented and advertised, was offensive 
come before Mr. Justice Grantham at the | to the sovereign of a friendly state, the 
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licence was withdrawn. While regret- 
ting any loss that the inhibition may 
entail upon the persons engaged in the 
enterprise, the Lord Chamberlain sees no 
reason to alter his decision, though he 
will be happy to consider any revised 
version under a different title and with 
all objectionable matter eliminated. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: How was 
it that this play ran for four years with- 
out being interfered with ? 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I under- 
stand that it did not run consecutively 
for four years in the present theatre, 
but it has been revived this year at the 
Shakespeare Theatre, and, objection 


lain intervened. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT—MANNING 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether ships flying the British 
flag and trading between foreign ports 
are subject to the provisions of the 
Merchant Shipping Act in reference to 
certificated officers, or whether these 
ships may proceed to sea without a single 
certificated officer on board. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): No, Sir. British vessels 
trading between foreign ports are not 
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but I cannot say at present that wireless 
telegraphy will be selected as the best 
method of communication in any particu- 
lar case. 


AND COKE COMPANY’S 
CHARGES. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 


GAS LIGHT 


| Trade whether his attention has been 


} 
] 
| 
| 
| 





required by the Merchant Shipping Act | 


to carry certificated officers. 


LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION. 


drawn to the case of Mr. J. S. Rubinstein, 
a gas consumer in the district of the Gas 
Light and Coke Company, who disputed 
his account on the ground of overcharge, 
arising from the fact that his meter 
did not register correctly; whether he 
has observed that the Gas Company, 


: | although admitting a certain overcharge 
having been made, the Lord Chamber- | cil 2 al 


insist on taking the case before a London 
police magistrate instead of into a civil 
court, the company claiming the right 
to so proceed under an Act of 1868 that 
is out of print ; and whether, in the inte- 
rests of the consumers of London, he can 
do anything to oblige the company to 
take cases where there is a bona fide 
dispute before a civil instead of a criminal 
tribunal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion had not been called to this matter 
until I received particulars of it from 
the hon. Member. I am informed by 
the Gas Light and Coke Company that 
they took proceedings in the police 
court under the provisions of their special 
Act as being the cheapest and most 
expeditious way of having the question 
settled. The Board of Trade have no 


| power to act as suggested in the last 
paragraph of the hon. Member's question. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg | 


to ask the President of the Board of 


to adopt wireless telegraphy for com- 
munication between lighthouses and 
lightships and the coastguard and lifeboat 
stations on the shores of the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The ques- 
tion of the establishment of electrical 
communication, including wireless tele- 
graphy, between lighthouses, lightships, 
and the shores of the United Kingdom 
is under the consideration of a Depart- 
mental Committee, appointed in 1899, 


Mr. LOUGH: Does the right hon. 


a pier aa _% | Gentleman think it more desirable that 
Trade whether it is in contemplation | 








such matters as these should be dealt 
with in a civil instead of a criminal 
court 2? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I eannot 
answer that question. The company 
are acting under their statutory powers. 


RAILWAY RACE NORTHWARDS. 

Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if his attention 
has been called to the racing between the 
trains of the various railway companies 
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running between London and Scotland,| THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
and to the fact that on the 1st instant! GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WAtreR 
the east coast train arrived in Edinburgh | Lone, Bristol, 8.): The children referred 
thirteen minutes before schedule time,|to in the question are not necessarily 
and on the 5th instant the west coast | amongst those who can be boarded out 
train arrived at Edinburgh thirty-five | by the guardians under the boarding-out 
minutes before schedule time; and| Order. This can only be done where 
whether he will take steps, by legislation | the children are orphan or deserted 
or otherwise, to prevent the continuation | within the definition given by the Order, 
of such practice, in the interest of the | ) 





public safety. | EPIDEMIC AMONG AMERICAN HORSES 
| —PRECAUTIONS AGAINST IMPORTA. 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Railway | TON INTO GREAT BRITAIN. 


companies are fully aware of the heavy | Mr. HERMON-HODGE (Oxfordshire, 
responsibility which rests upon them | Henley): I beg to ask the President of 
to ensure the safety of the travelling | the Board of Agriculture whether he is 
public, and I do not think it expedient | aware that an epidemic of infectious 
to interfere with that responsibility | fever, resembling influenza, is prevalent 
as suggested in the question. |amongst horses in New York; and 
| whether, in view of the fact that more 
Eee eT ee |than one-half of the horses imported 
MERCHANT \ ESGELS CARGOES. | into this country come from the United 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to} States of America, he can inform the 
ask the President of the Board of Trade | House what steps are being taken at our 
whether he can state what steps, if any, | ports to discover, and, if possible, to check, 
the Board of Trade intend to take to | the importation of infected animals. 
secure that foreign vessels leaving British | ee 
ports shall not carry more cargo than the | *THE PRESIDEN _ OF THE BOARD 
amount indicated by the load-line of |OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, 
British ships. | Preston) : In answer to inquiries through 
|the Foreign Office as to the reported 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: When | epidemic amongst horses in New York 
foreign ships take cargo at ports in the| I have received the following telegram— 
United Kingdom, the question whether “ Mild and local epizootic laryngeal influenza 
they are overladen is determined on the | prevalent in New York and Brooklyn. Horses 


NT A ah - _|for export to United Kingdom, which are 
same principles under which the load-line | chiefly drawn from Western and Middle States, 
is applied to British ships. If necessary [appear to be unaffected. All horses are 
the foreign ships are detained under the | examined before shipment by Government 
provisions of Section 462, of the Merchant | “ge ete pos he hes =e rat gone to 
|] 4 ino Ae R9 | ve een rejected; 1ey Tr cept in rovern- 
Shipping Act, 1894 | ment stock yards, and have little chance of 
' -EDMOND : C | infection.” 

: eae cep ani we : Can ae | The local authorities at most of the 
r > ‘ c re Ss e ° . . . 

a se ee ee en principal ports are continuing to inspect 
any foreign ship that has been detained ? 


| imported horses as they arrive. At the 


— ort of London we are taking steps to 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps | ? ag Bes. 
a pee / | supplement the information obtained 
the hon. Gentleman will put that question | at the other principal ports by inspection 


Gown. /on the part of our own officers. Upon 
| the results of this inspection will depend 
PAUPER CHILDREN — BOARDING-OUT | the question whether there is sufficient 
REGULATIONS. evidence of disease to require further 
Sirk WALTER FOSTER : I beg to ask | administrative action. 
the President of the Loeal Government | In reply to a further Question, which 
Board whether children adopted by | ya, very indistinctly heard— 
the guardians under the Poor Law Act, | 
1899, can be boarded out under the| *Mr. HANBURY said the Government 
regulations of the Local Government | inspectors so far had only been at work 
Board. in the port of London three or four days. 
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CANADIAN CATTLE TRADE. | TELEGRAPHS IN THE ISLAND OF 
: | LEWIS. 
sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask reg 


the President of the Board of Agri-| 


culture whether he can now lay upon 
the Table of the House representations 
received by him from the Minister of 
Agriculture in the Dominion of Canada 
respecting the prohibition of the sale of 
live Canadian cattle in the United King- 
dom, although upwards of 800,000 have 
been slaughtered without any trace of 
disease, and also any reply which has 
been made to these representations. 


*Mr. HANBURY : 
does not seem to be aware that the pro- 
hibition of the sale of live cattle imported 
from abroad, except at the foreign wharves 
for slaughter there, is not limited by any 
means to Canada, and that it is not due 
to any regulation of the Board of Agri- 
eulture, but to an Act passed so recently 
as 1896. I shall be glad to show the 
hon. Member a copy of the correspond- 
ence. 


TRAVELLING POST OFFICES—COMPEN.- 
SATION TO INJURED OFFICERS. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can 
state the conditions of service under 
which officers of the Post Office are 
employed in the travelling Post Office ; 
whether, in case of railway accidents 
causing loss of life or injury to these 
officials, the Department is responsible ; 
and, if so, what are the scales of com- 
pensation. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The condi- 
tions of service under which officers of 
the Post Office are employed in the} 
travelling Post Office are the same as 
those in force in other sections of the 
Post Office, except that, when travelling, 
the officers are granted a trip allowance 
in addition to their ordinary salaries. 
In case of accidents on the railway 
causing loss of life or injury the officers | 
of the Post Office are in the same position 
as ordinary passengers, and have the | 
same remedy against the railway com- | 
panies. 


VOL. XCVII.  [FourtH SEriks. ] 


The hon. Member | 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he can state when the 
telegraph offices at Kerse and Gravir, in 
the Park District of the Island of Lewis, 
will be open for the transaction of tele- 
graph business. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General hopes to have the 
extension of the telegraph to Kerse and 
Gravir completed about the end of 
August. 


MALLAIG MAIL DELAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he will state on 
how many occasions between 1st April, 
1901, and the 22nd June, inclusive, the 
Stornoway mail steamer has been late in 
her arrival at Stornoway and Mallaig 
respectively, and will he say how often 


. the delay exceeded half an hour. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
mail steamer from Kyle during the 
period in question has frequently reached 
Stornoway a few minutes late, but this 
has been often due to the late arrival of 
the train at Kyle. During the same 
period the boat was more than half an 
hour late on twenty-nine occasions. In 
the reverse direction the contract service 
ends at Kyle, and the steamer reached 
that port late on four occasions only 
during the period in question, on three 
of which the lateness exceeded half an 
hour. 


Mr. WEIR: The hon. Gentleman has 
not told me how many times the steamer 
has been late. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot give the exact number of times, 
but she has frequently been a few minutes 
late, and on twenty-nine occasions, as [ 
have said, she was more than half an 
hour late. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY ON BRITISH 
STEAMSHIPS. 


Stk JOHN -LENG: 1 Deg :L0- ask the 
Secretaryito the:reasury as represent- 
Tes 
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ing the Postmaster General, whether 


any agreement has been arrived at be-| 


tween the Post Office and the Admiralty 
to facilitate the use of Marconi’s wireless 
telegraphy by British steamships for 
postal telegraphs and news messages. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 


Sir; no agreement has yet been come to. | 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): May I ask how this matter 
stands? It is one of great importance. 
Is anything being done, or are the nego- 
tiations at an end ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 


Sir; the negotiations are proceeding. 


PRESS TELEGRAMS. 

Sm JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether an 
intimation recently made to the pro- 
prietors of the Sheffield newspaper that 
the main roads of Post Office telegraphs 
throughout the country have become so 
crowded that it is necessary to reserve 
the remaining space for the public wires, 
which will be required in the immediate 
future, has been made in view of the 
recent augmentation in the number of 
wires by the underground cable to Bir- 
mingham and the North ; whether the 
further intimation of the Postmaster 
General that his inability to undertake 


the work will not prevent newspapers ' 


obtaining private wires through some 
other agency than the Post Office means 
that the Post Office has finally aban- 
doned its claim to a monopoly of the tele- 
graph service, and that it is now open to 
promoters to establish a special telegraph 
service for the newspaper press; and 
whether the statement in the “ Post Office 
Guide,”’ dated 1st July, that the Post- 
master General undertakes the con- 
struction and maintenance, on rental 
terms, of private telegraph and telephone 
wires for firms or private individuals is 
now annulled, and firms or individuals 
connected with the press will be excluded 
from the rights or privileges common to 
all others. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): Before the hon. Gentleman answers, 
may Lask. him whether he is.aware that 
newspapers in “Nianchester aud Leeds, 
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| which compete with the Sheffield paper 
referred to already, enjoy the concession 


asked for ? 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 


the communication referred to the Post- 
/master General did take account of the 
fact that there is now an underground 
telegraph line between London and Bir- 
mingham, but the difficulty of finding 
routes for new wires has been only 
slightly lessened by this addition to the 
Post Office system. The Postmaster 
General has never claimed any monopoly 
of telegraphic communication, except 
that which was granted to him by Parlia- 
ment im 1869, and the use of a private 
wire connecting premises belonging to 
the same person or firm for the transmis- 
sion of telegrams relating to the business 
of the owner was not included in the 


monopoly. There is, therefore, no special 
reason why the Postmaster General 
should provide such telegraphs. A news- 


paper proprietor is at liberty to erect a 
telegraph of this kind for himself, or to 
have it erected and maintained by a 
private contractor ; but he is not allowed 
to establish a telegraphic system for the 
general distribution of telegrams to the 
press. The statement in the “ Post 
Office Guide ” to the effect that the Post- 
master General undertakes the construe- 
tion and maintenance on rental terms 
of private telegraph and telephone wires 
is not to be regarded as annulled. It is 
expressly stated in the Guide that the 
rates quoted apply to wires of short 
length only. What the Postmaster Gene- 
ral finds is that his power to provide 
long wires is limited by the physical dift- 
culty of obtaining routes ; and, in view 
of this difficulty, he deems it expedient 
to reserve the available routes for the 
public service, rather than allow them to 
be absorbed for private purposes. ‘This 
is of special importance in view of the re- 
quirements of the telephone service, as 
long telephone trunk wires must neces 
sarily be carried above ground. The 
Postmaster General still unde takes to 
provide short private wires. His inability 
to provide long wires does not apply only 
to wires for the Press, but to all wires of 
this character. 


Sir JOHN LENG : Is there any limit 
to the extension {of the underground 
wire ? 
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haps the hon. Gentleman will communi- 
cate with me. 


Sim HOWARD VINCENT: Are the 
papers at liberty to make arrangements 
with railway companies to provide private 
wires, or has the Postmaster General a 
monopoly over the way-leaves ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


should like to have notice of that. 


MOTOR CARS AS POST OFFICE 
CONVEYANCES. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the result of the recent experi- 
ments with weight-carrying motor cars 
has been such as to encourage the Post- 
master General to continue or extend 
their use for the conveyance of His 
Majesty’s mails, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General has had _ reports 
upon the recent trials of motor cars to 
which the hon. Member refers, but he 
has not come to a conclusion upon the 
question whether they can yet be used 
with advantage for the mail service. 


VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM. 

Sirs HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether his 
attention has been called to the slow 
progress that is being made in the build- 
ing of the Victoria and Albert Museum ; 
and if he can take any steps to accelerate 
the completion of the museum. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
Mr. Akers Douctas): I do not think 
there has been any considerable or un- 
avoidable delay in the progress of the 
works. The contract for the founda- 
tions is close on completion. There has 
been a great amount of work done, 
though of necessity little can be seen of 
it. A second contract has been made 
for a further portion of the building, and 
everything is ready to go on with it at 
once. 


SKIGERSTA PIER, LEWIS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate, as representing the Secretary 


{11 Juty 1901} 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Per- 
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for Scotland, whether the Congested 
Districts Board have yet been able to 
arrange for a grant to meet the cost of 
the proposed additional works at Ski- 
gersta Pier, Island of Lewis, for the 
protection of fishing boats. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The Con- 
gested Districts Board at their meeting 
on the 4th June made a grant of £323 
for the additional works required at 
Skigersta under the usual conditions. 


Questions. 


SECONDARY SCHOOLS IN ENGLAND. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether he will 


grant the Return on the Paper to-day, 
Secondary Schools (England), as an 
unopposed Return.t 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) : I am very sorry 





+ The following is the Return referred to:— 

Return of all Secondary Schools in each 
borough and county in England, giving the 
following particulars of each School :— 

1. Name of School. 

2. Addiess, 

3. In what borough or county council dis- 
trict. 

4. Description of School, whether (a) public, 
private, proprietary, ete.; (b) for boys, girls, 
mixed, kindergarten. 

5. Aecommedation (a) for boarders ; (b) for 
day pupils. 

6. Number of pupils on books on the Ist 
day of June, 1901, (a) boarders; (b) day 
pupils. 

7. Ages of pupils on the Ist day of June, 
1901, under 7, from 7 to 8, 8 to 9, 9 to 10, 10 
to 11, 11 to 12, 12 to 13, 13 to 14, 14 to 15, 15 
to 16, 16 to 17, 17 to 18, above 18. 

8. Name of principal or head master or 
mistress, 

9. Qualifications of principal or head master 
or mistress. 

10. Number of teachers (a) continuously 
employed on regular staff; (b) visiting staff 
and number of hours per week. 

11. Qualifications of staff. 

12. How the School is publicly examined, 
or in what way the education is tested. 

13. What scholarships are held by the 
School. 

14. The scale of fees charged. 

| 15. Nature of the buildings: (1) (a) number 

| and size of class rooms; (b) laboratories ; (c) 

| gymnasium ; (d) swimming bath ; (e) chapel : 

| (f) work shops ; (g) other buildings ; (2) play - 
ing fields, playgrounds, ete 

16. Estimated capital invested. 

17. Curriculum; subjects taught, (a) com- 
nulsory, (b) optional, (c) if optional taken by 

a many pupils. 


D2 
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that it is at present impossible to grant 
this Return. 


Questions. 


Are we to under- 


Mr. BARTLEY : 


stand that the Government do not pro-, 


pose to take any steps to get this infor- 
mation in preparation for the compre- 
hensive Education Bill of next session ? 


Sir J. GORST: The Government 
cannot get in the information asked for 
by the hon. Member. It would cost a 
very large sum of money to obtain some 
of it, and, indeed, they have no power to 
obtain it. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is not some such 
information as this absolutely essential 
for the consideration of the question 


next year ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


EDUCATION MINUTE OF 3rp JULY. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
ot Council on Edueation if, under the 
Minute of 3rd July, children who by 
reason of illness have lost a year of their 
education in the day school will be pre- 
vented from continuing their elementary 
education in a public elementary evening 
school if they have attained the age of 
fifteen at the beginning of the school 
year. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘wards the construction of the section 
| from Castlewellan to Newcastle. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Infor- 
mation has been obtained from the Great 
Northern Railway Company of Ireland 
that arrangements are in progress for 
carrying out the extension of their line of 
railway from Ballyroney to Castlewellan ; 
also from the Belfast and County Down 
Railway Company to the effect that they 
are making arrangements for the con- 
struction of the line from Castlewellan to 
Newcastle, which they hope to complete 
well within the time provided for in the 
Act. 


CORK AND FERMOY RAILWAY. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he is yet in a position to state whether 
the Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company have made any communication 
in regard to the construction of the Cork 
and Fermoy line under the provisions 
of the Fishguard and Rosslare Railway 
Act of 1899, and, if not, will the Treasury 
communicate with the railway company 
as to their responsibility under the said 
Act. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Yes, Sir. The Fishguard and Rosslare 
Company have proposed that the obliga- 
tion to construct a direct line from 


Sir J. GORST: They will not be pre- | Fermoy to Dunkettle should be replaced 


vented by the Minute of 3rd July, but 
by the law. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Am Ito understand, 
then, that the Minute so far as the age 
limit is concerned is of no effect ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


TRISH RAILWAY EXTENSIONS. 
Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what steps 
have been taken by the Great Northern 
Railway Company of Ireland to carry out 
their undertaking for the extension of the 


Bunbridge and Ballyroney line to Castle- | 
wellan, county Down, and what steps | 


have been taken by the Belfast and 
County Down Railway Company to- 





by an obligation to construct a line at 
Cork connecting the systems of the 
Fishguard and Rosslare Company and 
the Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany with the systems south-west of 
Cork. For this purpose fresh Parlia- 
mentary powers would be necessary, and 
in order to give time to take the sense 
of Parliament upon the proposal, the 
company have asked that they may be 
released from their promise to begin the 
Fermoy line not later than the 31st of 
this month. They also ask that the 
Treasury should agree to make the con- 
struction of the connecting line at Cork 
the condition of the application to Parlia- 
ment for a grant of £93,000 instead of 
the Fermoy and Dunkettle line. On 
receipt of these proposals ? »ommunicated 
with the Irish Government, and yester- 
| day I received their reply, which is to 
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the effect that in their opinion the general 
policy of the proposed change is sound, 


{11 JuLty 1901} 






/ment ought to have an opportunity of 
expressing its opinion. 


and that they concur in the company’s | 


proposals. Under these circumstances 


| think that Parliament ought to have | 


an opportunity of considering and either 


approving or rejecting the suggested | 


change, and I propose to act accordingly. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Another breach 
of faith. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not a fact that the 
Treasury gave their sanction to the 
passing of this Act on the express under- 
standing that the Cork and Fermoy line 
should be constructed ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Is the hon. Gentleman not aware that the 
people of Cork want this line to be made 
from Fermoy to Cork, and that they 
supported the proposal by evidence before 
the Committee ? Is it not the case, too, 
that they do not want this connecting 
line ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Move the adjourn- 
ment. This is a national question. 


Order, order ! 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer my question as to 
whether the Treasury sanctioned this 
Act of Parliament on the express con- 
dition that the Cork and Fermoy line 
should be commenced within a given 
time ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not quite know what the hon. Member 
means by the Treasury sanctioning the 
Act of Parliament. They undertook to 
ask Parliament for a grant of £93,000, 
and one of the conditions was that the 
Fermoy and Dunkettle line should be 
made. The company now wish to 
exchange that obligation for an obliga- 
tion to make the connection with the 
South Western system. The Irish 
Government think that is on the whole 
a sound proposal, and they hold that 
Parliament should have an opportunity 
of expressing its opinion on the subiect. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 


ask—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman has stated that Parlia- 


May I) 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: That. is 
not the question. Parliament has 
already had three opportunities of doing 
80. 


Mr. SPEAKER: And when the next 
opportunity arises it will be the proper 
time to discuss this matter. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman explain 
what he means by Parliament having an 
opportunity to consider the matter ? 
What occasion does he propose to give it ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The company cannot be released from 
their existing obligation without coming 
ito Parliament for fresh powers, and 
when they come next year—I suppose 
it must be next year before they can do. 
so—there will then be an opportunity 
of discussing the matter. Unless Parlia- 
ment decides that the scheme may be 
changed, of course, the conditions of the 
Treasury grant will remain exactly as 
they are at the present time. I think it 
is right, and the Treasury think it is 
right, that Parliament should have an 
opportunity of considering this question.. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As the hon. Gentle- 
man has stated that this has been 
approved by the Irish Government, I 
wish to ask the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether he has given his personal 
approval to this matter ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My personal ap- 
proval has nothing to do with this case. 
As to the question whether this change 
would be more economical, and more in 
the interests of Ireland than the other 
scheme, I have taken the best advice I 
could, and I think it would be better on 
the whole. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that in thus acting 
he is overriding the Act of Parliament 
and the decisions of two Committees ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: May I ask 
‘the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture what he thinks of this dirty trick ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY : 
the Dublin Castle Freemasons gang. 


[ LATER. | 
Mr. T. M. HEALY : 


{COMMONS} 
It is the work of | between the Board of Works and the 


I beg to ask the |/come to an arrangement 
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' Lough Swilly company ; but the com. 
| pany did not accept the Board’s proposals, 
|The Board will, however, endeavour to 
with the 


First Lord of the Treasury if he is aware | company. 


of the momentous statement made by the 


Dr. THOMPSON : I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury with regard | Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
to the Bill of the Great Southern and | | attention has been called to the fact that 


Western Company allowing that com. | 


pany to depart from the obligation | 
imposed upon it by statute and by this | 
House when it sanctioned the amalgama- | 
tion of the Waterford and Limerick | 
Railway ? Was a decision of the Cabinet | 
taken on the question ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
rei (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): Iam afraid I was not in the House 
when the question was put and answered, 
and therefore I am not in a position to 
inform the House. I will inquire of my 
hon. friend, and find out exactly what 
occurred. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


question to-morrow. 


I will put the 


LETTERKENNY RAILWAY. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): | 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that repeated com- 
plaints have been made as to the working 
of the Londonderry and Lough Swilly 
Railway by members of the public, and 
that the working company complain that 
some of the inconvenience is caused by 
the want of telephonic and telegraphic 


communication along the said railway ; 


and seeing that on the opening of the 
Letterkenny Roman Catholic Cathedral 
on the 16th of June passengers on their 
return journey were, in consequence of 
the want of means of communication 
along the railway line, delaye for five 
hours by the breakdown of the engine, 


the Letterkenny Railway is the property 
of the Commissioners of Public Works in 
|Ireland (representing the Treasury as 
| mortgagees in possession), that the said 
| railway is worked by the Londonderry 
and Lough Swilly Railway Company, 
which is practically owned by two share- 
holders, under an agreement with the 
| Treasury, and that for a certain per- 
centage of the receipts the. said railway 
company are bound to maintain in 
proper working order said railway ; 
and, seeing that an engineer, as repre- 
/senting the Commissioners of Public 
Works in Ireland, lately inspected the 
line and reported adversely as to its 
efficiency and safety, and recommended 
it would require to be relaid with steel 
rails and new sleepers in order to give 
a safe and satisfactory service to the 
public, whether he will state what steps 
he proposes to take. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The first three statements are generally 
correct, though I am not aware of the 
amount of stock held by the two prin- 
cipal shareholders. The Board of Works, 
Dublin, have recently caused the line to 
be inspected by a competent and expe- 
rienced engineer. His report did not 
suggest the necessity of relaying the line 
with steel rails or supplying new sleepers, 
provided that the line was worked under 
the existing conditions as regards speed 
and weight of engines. Considerable 
improvements have been made by the 
working company with regard to certain 
| points to which he called attention. 


whether he will take steps for the pro- | 


vision of the required communication. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
I presume that the hon. Member’s 
question relates to the Letterkenny 
Railway (not the Londonderry and Lough 
Swilly Railway). The provision of tele- 
phonic communication along the line 


has been the subject of communications | 
i 


IRISH LIGHT RAILWAYS. 
Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.): I beg 


| to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
seeing that the company which is work- 
ing the Londonderry and Letterkenny 
| Railway has been handed over by the 
| Treasury the Buncrana and Carndonagh 
Railway, and also the line to Burton Port, 
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being the light railways constructed | 


under the Railways (Ireland) Act, 1896, 
can he state what provisions have been 


made by the Treasury for safeguarding | 


{11 Juty 1901} 
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| Mr. T. M. HEALY: Dol understand 
'the right hon. Gentleman to state that 
his attention has not been called to the 
notice ? 


the interests of the public and for main- 


taining a proper and efficient train 
service on these railways ; and whether 


a public inquiry will be instituted by the | 


Government into the complaints made 
as to the working of the Letterkenny 
Railway, so as to ensure a proper service 


in future on all lines owned by the| 


Government and to be worked by this 
company. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Provision of the character suggested has 
been made in Clauses 24-26 of the Lon- 
donderry and Lough Swilly Railway 
(Carndonagh Extension) Order, 1898, 
and Clauses 14-16 of the Treasury 
Agreement scheduled thereto, and in 
Clauses 23-25 of the Londonderry and 
Lough Swilly (Letterkenny to Burton 
Port Extension) Railway Order, 1898, 
and Clauses 12-14 of the corresponding 
Treasury Agreement. Inquiry has al- 
ready been made into the condition of the 
Letterkenny line and the Board of Works 
will be prepared at any time to deal with 
complaints as to its working. 


BELFAST ORANGEMEN—CASE OF 
MR. TREW. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
issue of a notice on behalf of the Protes- 
tant Association in reference to an Orange 
service held on Sunday last at the Steps, 
Belfast, to be addressed by the chaplain 
of Loyal Orange Lodge 1028, Brother 
Arthur Trew, who was recently returned 
for trial by the Crown, and do the 
Government intend to change the venue, 
as in the Waterford and Sligo cases. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For) 
IRELAND (Mr. ArTKINson, London- 
derry, N.): The reply to the first question 
is in the negative. The notice does not 
contain any reference to, and apparently | 
has no bearing upon, the pending case. | 
The cireumstances of Trew’s case are | 
not similar to those of the other cases to 
which the question refers. Should they | 
unfortunately become so in the future, | i 
his case will be dealt with on precisely | 
the same principles as the others. 





I beg to ask Mr. | 


Mr. ATKINSON: It has been callea. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then does the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman 
think Belfast a fit place to try this man 
next week, just after the Orange Anni- 
versary ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Is Mr. Trew correctly described as the 
chaplain of the Lodge ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The notice 1 have 


seen contains no reference to Mr. Trew. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then the right 
hon. Gentleman cannot have seen the 
notice referred to in the question, for 
it refers to Mr. Trew as the chaplain 
of the Loyal Orange Lodge. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I telegraphed for, 
and obtained a copy of, the notice quoted 
in the question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then it only 
shows how incompetent the right hon. 
Gentleman’s advisers are. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is Mr. 


' Trew in holy orders ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise out of the question. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Then can 
any handyman be a chaplain to an 
Orange Lodge ? 


| IRISH EDUCATION BOARD—RESIGNA- 


TION OF ARCHBISHOP WALSH. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


' whether, in view of the approaching 


debate on the Irish Education Estimates, 
he will publish all Minutes of the Educa- 
tion Board relating to any action that 


'may have been taken by the Archbishop 


of Dublin in reference to irregularities 
in the transaction of business in the 
office; and whether he will publish 


notices of motions given by members of 
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the Board to have incorrect letters with- | 


drawn, and to have Minutes amended, 
and also statements submitted by 
officials. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: With the consent 
of the Board, I propose to publish all 
such Minutes and motions of the Board 
subsequent to the date of Archbishop 
Walsh’s letter of June Ist. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Shall we have 


them in time for to morrow’s debate ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope so. 


DUBLIN BOOKBINDERS’ SOCIETY AND 
THE IRISH EDUCATION BOARD. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has yet received any answer 
to his inquiries trom the Commissioners 
of Education to the charges made by the 
Bookbinders’ Society of Dublin as to the 
manner in which Messrs. Leckie and 
Company carry out their contract for 
the supplying of school books to the 
Notional Board: and, if so, will he 
convey their replies to the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; the 
matter is still before the Commissioners. 
I hope to be in a position shortly to make 
a definite announcement on the subject, 
as I understand it is on the agenda 
paper for the next meeting of the Board. 


Mr. NANNETTI: May I remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that I put a ques- 
tion on this matter six months ago ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I regret the delay. 
I am in correspondence with the Com- 
missioners on this and other matters. 


{RISH NATIONAL EDUCATION 
CIRCULARS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when it became known 


National Education Office, Ireland, that 
misleading and unauthorised circulars 
were sent to managers of schools, and 
when this matter was reported to the 


Board. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The suggestion in 
this question can best be dealt with in 
idebate on the Estimates to-morrow, 
|Information upon all matters of fact 
| will be contained in the Papers which 
| have been prepared. 


| KINDERGARTEN TRAINING 

IRISH TEACHERS. 
| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
|the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
| tenant of Ireland what arrangements, if 
‘any, have been made under the new 
rules of the National Board of Education 
| by which a workmistress can qualify to 
| become a manual instructress, and 
whether, seeing that the teacher has to 
qualify in three subjects beside needle- 
work, although the Board provides no 
facilities for training therein, he can say 
how under such circumstances the 
‘necessary certificate can be obtained. 


FOR 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Kindergarten is 
taught in many national schools and 
classes for instruction in hand and eye 
training and in elementary science, and 
object lessons are being formed as rapidly 
as possible in all parts of the country. 
Certificates in these subjects may be 
obtained in the same way as they are 
obtained in needlework-—namely,through 
study and practice by the candidate 
under a competent instructor, the pro- 
ficiency being subsequently tested by an 
examination. 


iRISH LAND JUDGE’S COURT. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing 
that estates have been taken out of the 
Land Judge’s Court to prevent the appli- 
cation of the 40th section, he can state 
by whom, and how many have _ been 
taken out of court during the last 
twelve months. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
petitions dismissed in the Land Judge's 
Court during the yearended 31st October, 
1900 (the latest date to which statistics 
are available), was twenty-one. As the 
| petitioners acted in the exercise of their 
legal rights, I fail to see that any public 
| purpose would be served by publishing 

a list of their names. 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT. 


Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Land Commis- 
sioners’ Report, which it was hoped 
would be completed in June last, is yet 
ready for circulation ; and, if so, can he 
say when will it be submitted to Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Final proofs of the 
Report are promised by the printers 
this week, in which case there will be no 
further delay in laying it upon the Table. 


KING’S ESTATE, CO. WEXFORD. 

Mr. FFRENCH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he is aware that King’s 
estate, county Wexford, has _ been 
ordered by the Land Judge to be sold 
under the 40th section of the Land Act 
of 1896, and that, although the inspection 
of the estate was made by the Land 
Commission over a month ago, no report 
has been sent on yet by that Commission 
to the Land Judge ; and if he will inquire 
the cause of delay, and, if possible, direct 
that a report be sent on at once, so that 
this sale may be completed before the 
long vacation setsin in the Land Judge’s 
Court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The request issued 
by the Land Judge for an inspection 
under the 40th section was received by 
the Land Commission on the 2nd May 
and the inspector’s report is now before 
the Commissioners. ‘The cases of other 
estates in which requests were issued 
and inspections carried out prior to the 
2nd May must, however, have prece- 
dence over the case of this particular 
estate, and the Commissioners cannot 
undertake to make their report upon it 
before the long vacation. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS— 
PRICE RETURNS. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
furnish the names of the persons perma- 
nently or temporarily appointed by the 
Land Commission to report on the price 
of stock at fairs and markets, and also 


of crops and produce ; residence and age | 


at time of appointment ; their experience 
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as agriculturists; whether they are 
landlords or tenants; the amount of 
remuneration each receives; and the: 
number and class of reports they make: 
annually. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A similar Return: 
was refused in 1893, apparently with. 
the assent of the hon. Member (Mr.,. 
Knox, Cavan) who had moved for it, 
upon the ground that if the reporters of 
prices at fairs were generally known 
the difficulty experienced in obtaining 
reliable information would be greatly 
increased. I cannot, therefore, publish 
the Return, but I am ready to supply it 
to the hon. Member for his private 
information. I am sure he will only 
use it for the purpose of argument. 
against me. 


Mr. CULLINAN: Is the right hon.. 
Gentleman aware that these men are: 
as well known at Irish fairs as Irish 
policemen in plain clothes? We want to. 
know the qualifications of these gentle- 
men. We know as a fact that they are: 
no more qualified for these positions than, 
they are to be rulers of the Navy. Is it not 
the fact that, on the reports made by: 
these gentlemen, the Land Commis- 
sioners fix the rents ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ am afraid the hon.. 
Member does not see the force of the: 
objection. These men have to act more 
or less as detectives in order to get the 
prices. 


MR. M‘HUGH, M.P. — PRISON 
PRIVILEGES. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief: 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been, 
directed to the fact that on 5th July an 
article intended for insertion in this 
week's Sligo Champion was handed for 
transmission to the officer in charge by 
Mr. M‘Hugh M.P.; whether he is aware 
that the article was stopped by the 
governor of the gaol, although it con- 
tained nothing in reference to the matter: 
in connection with which Mr. M*Hugh 
was tried and convicted, and whether, 
in view of the pledges given, he will see- 
that this article is allowed to pass and! 
that similar interference with Mr. 
M‘Hugh’s liberty to write for his paper 
does not occur in future. 
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not in my opinion cdme exactly within 
the wording of the condition upon which 
Mr. M‘Hugh was granted the privileges 
accorded to Mr. Stead. The incident 
<ommented on is different from the in- 
cident on which Mr. M‘Hugh commented 


in terms that made him amenable to! 
in this! 


the law. But the comment 
article seems to constitute a crime of 
the same kind and character. He was 
convicted of a criminal libel on the 
administration of justice. This article is 
also a criminal libel on the administra- 
tion of justice. The governor of the 
prison, therefore, acted on the general 
principle that a prisoner cannot be per- 
mitted to repeat the crime of which he 
was convicted. In my opinion he acted 
rightly. 


Mr. DILLON : Then are we to under- 
stand that the governor of the prison, 
in such a delicate matter as a question 
of an article in a newspaper, is to set up 
a8 a press censor on the South African 
model ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


‘does not arise. 


Mr. DILLON: I have not come to 
my question yet. What I am going to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman is whether 
the Irish Government are going to 
keep the pledge which they made to this 
House, or are they going to break it, 
iby allowing the governor of Kilmainham 
Gaol to act as a press censor ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The pledge given 
was that the privileges granted to Mr. 
Stead should also be accorded to Mr. 
M’Hugh. But the grant of privileges 
‘to first-class misdemeanants does not 
override the authority vested in the 
governor of the prison, and under the 
rules he is authorised to prevent any 
‘objectionable or illegal communications 
being sent out by prisoners. It is his 
duty to report the matter to the Prisons 
Board. He did so in this case, and, of 
course, pending their decision the for- 
warding of the article had to be sus- 
pended. 


Mr. DILLON: May I be permitted to 
ask whether it is not a fact that the 
jprivileges accorded to Mr. M‘Hugh were 
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not accorded under the prison rules, 
but were accorded under a pledge given 
by the Chief Secretary himself to the 
House of Commons ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I undertook that 
Mr. M‘Hugh should have the privileges 
accorded to Mr. Stead. These privileges 
were accorded under the authority of 
special rules, which, as previously stated 
by me, have been laid before Parlia- 
ment. But this does not justify either 
the governor of the prison or the Prisons 
Board in allowing Mr. M‘Hugh to com- 
mit a breach of the law. The governor 
has the right to prevent the committal of 
any renewed act of illegality. 


Mr. BARTLEY: May I ask whether 
under these circumstances the right hon. 
Gentleman will not consider the advis- 
ability of withdrawing this privilege from 
Mr. M‘Hugh ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman any objection to 
reading to the House the portion of the 
article which was objected to ? 


[No answer was returned. } 


BELFAST POST OFFICE — FEMALE 
SUPERVISORS SUSPECTED OF DIS- 
HONESTY. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
Rule 74, paragraph 2, of instructions to 
head postmasters, which states that in 
the case of an officer guilty or suspected 
of dishonesty or any other offence against 
the criminal law the postmaster should 
report the circumstances at once to his 
surveyor and await instructions, and 
whether, seeing that the female super- 
visor at Belfast in a recent case of sus- 
pected dishonesty requested that two 
clerks should be searched and their 
lockers also without acquainting the 
postmaster or seeking his advice, and, 
in view of the Postmaster General’s 
decision in this case, Rule 74, paragraph 
2, may now be considered as deleted 
from the instructions to head postmasters 
as being obsolete. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


| The rule referred to prescribes that 
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when an officer is suspected of dishonesty 
the postmaster must report the particu- 
lars to the Secretary direct and await 
instructions, informing the surveyor that 
he has done so. In the Belfast case no 
individual officer was suspected, and there 
was therefore no occasion for the post- 
master to report. The Postmaster 
General sees no reason to cancel the 
tule. It has already been explained that 
no instructions were given for anyone to 
be searched, but that the supervisor 
suggested that all the officers who had 


entered the room after the supposed loss | 
| *MR. 


should turn out their pockets. 


{11 Juty 1901} 





118 


while those of his staff who were required 
to perform their ordinary duties on the 
2nd February, the day of her late 
Majesty’s funeral, should receive extra 
payment, the alternative of holiday 
at another time could not be allowed, 
because in his judgment that was not a 
suitable way of observing an occasion of 
public mourning. 


Mr. MOONEY: Is it a fact that a 
member of the staff who was on holiday 
at the time has since applied for and ob- 
tained a day off in lieu ? 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


Questions. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : The super- |If that were done it must have been 


visor clearly broke the rule. 


Is she not | 2” &Tor- 


The Postmaster General decided that, 





to be punished for the treatment af these | 
ladies ? LOUTH ESTATE—BAILIFIF’S PAY. 


} 
*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask Mr. 


The person who was responsible for this | Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
ihe is aware that, when the late Mr. 


action has apologised fully to the people) ““_, Mee 
who were asked to turn out their pockets, | : Reilly hang ae aaa es ihoae 
and I think that there the matter may | LTOW™: ¢ . At LEE ee 

i Conachey, was continued in 


- 2 iil a sities ; “7 | Thomas 
ere | office for ten years until the lands were 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Have the sold to the tenants in 1897 ; that Cona- 
injured officials any remedy by an action | chey several times applied for remunera- 
for slander ? | tion, and got no reply ; and that the agent 
| of the estate then applied for him to the 


get AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | Treasury Remembrancer, and was [re- 
ideal |fused ; and, whether, as the whole of 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: You do not Mr. Dease’s wealth went towards the 
know the law. | discharge of the National Debt, he will 


| provide some payment for the estate 

NATIONAL HOLIDAYS—DUBLIN TELE. | bailiff. 
ee Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The facts are 
Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.): | correctly stated in the question, except 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | as regards the word ‘ remuneration.” 
as representing the Postmaster General, | What Mr. Conachey asked for, and the 
if his attention has been called to the | Treasury Remembrancer refused, was a 
fact that the telegraph staff at Dublin | « pension or gratuity for past services.” 
who performed duty on the 2nd of Feb-| Mr. Conachey had’ been employed as 
Truary, 1901, received extra pay for that ‘rent warner by Mr. O'Reilly Dease at a 
day, a circular having been issued that | salary of £7 10s. a year, and, during the 
for staff purposes it was to be regarded | interval between Mr. O'Reilly Dease’s 
as a bank holiday ; and whether, seeing | death and the sale of the estate to the 
that hitherto it has been the rule that | tenants. he was kept on to perform 
when a bank holiday occurred during | the sanie duties at the same salary. I 
an officer's annual leave an additional | cannot think that this gives him any 
day's leave has always been granted claim to a “ pension or gratuity” from 


either at the expiration of that leave | the Crown. 


or at some other period during the year, | 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the Crown 


he can explain why the extra day has , 1 
been refused on this occasion. pay him for the time he was in their 
; employment ? 
| 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: , 
_ Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, Sir. 
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IRISH QUIT RENT REDEMPTION 
MONEY. 


Mr. MOONEY: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick Division 
of Dublin, I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can state 
how the £171,000 taken from Ireland 
as quit rents, the property of the Crown 
in Ireland, has been invested in England ; 
and whether it is the intention of the 
Government to restore this money for 
investment in Ireland. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : This sum has 
not been taken from Ireland. The 
payers of quit rents have redeemed them, 
and, as I have already stated, it is im- 
possible to ear-mark the particular invest- 
ments to which the redemption money 
has been devoted by the Commissioners. 


IRISH LIGHTS BOARD—CASE OF 
HENRY WILLIAMS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
would represent to the Irish Lights 
Board the consideration of the case of 
the family of Henry Williams, a sailor 
drowned while serving on one of the 
steamers of that Board on 31st May, 
off Wicklow ; and can he say whether 
the report made to the Board of Trade 
on the circumstances of the death led to 
any observations being addressed to the 
authorities of the Irish Lights Depart- 
ment. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: After 
correspondence the Board of Trade have, 
on the recommendation of the Irish 
Lights Commissioners, sanctioned the 
payment of a gratuity of £50 to the 
parents of Henry Williams, who was 
drowned while serving on a steamer 
belonging to the Commissioners. 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. MOONEY: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- 
cil on Education whether he can state 
the exact position of the soil (or drift) 
survey in Ireland; how many persons 
are employed ; about what time it is 
expected to be completed ; whether he 
can say why the Department of Agri- 
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‘culture has not been commissioned to 
carry out this economic work, and 
whether it is intended to remove it from 
the Board of Education in England ; and 
whether the former practice of publishing 
maps in the Annual Reports of the 
Geological Survey in Ireland will be 
resumed. 


Sir J. GORST: As I pointed out in 
reply to the hon. Member on the 25th 
March, the question of a soil survey 
(strictly so called) rests with the Agri- 
cultural Department ; the drift survey 
is a part of the geological survey with 
which alone the Board of Education are 
concerned. I stated in answer to another 
question on the 22nd March that the 
drift survey of Ireland was completed, 
but that it needed revision in certain 
particulars. That revision has been 
commenced and is actually in progress, 
but until the work is more advanced no 
reliable estimate can be formed as to the 
time required to complete it, The 
question of reviving the publication of 
index maps in the Annual Reports will 
be considered. 


Mr. MOONEY : On behalf of the hor. 
Member for the St. Patrick Division of 
Dublin, I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether, having regard to the fact 
that the rock survey and soil (or drift) 
survey were carried on simultaneously in 
England, he can state when the soil (or 
drift) survey was discontinued in Ireland, 
and what was the reason for this treat- 
ment ; whether it has been recently 
resumed, and, whether he can give the 
total amount of money spent on surveys. 
in England and Ireland respectively, and 
the present annual expenditure. 


Sm J. GORST: The question appears 
to be based on a misapprehension. The 


‘survey of England for the preparation 


of the one-inch general geological map 
was completed as regards the solid geology 
in 1883; since that time the re-survey 
(including the drift survey) on the basis 
of six inches to a mile has been in pro- 
gress. The solid and drift surveys of 
Ireland on the six-inch basis were, as was 
stated on the 26th March, completed in 
1887. In answer to the last paragraph 
_ of the question, separate accounts are not 
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kept in respect of the survey of each 
portion of the United Kingdom ; hence 
the amount expended for England and 
Ireland respectively cannot be stated. 


AGRICULTURAL RATING ACT. 
Mr. LAMBERT : I beg to ask the First 


Lord of the Treasury if he can say when 
the Bill renewing the Agricultural Rating 
Act will be introduced. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think it probable that my right 
hon. friend will introduce this Bill 
within the first half of next week. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
I wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he will not wait until the war in 
South Africa is at an end before he pro- 
poses the renewal of this Act ? 


[As the right hon. Gentleman did not 
rise there were Nationalist cries of 
“ Reply, reply. ’’} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As_ hon. 
Members are so keen for an answer, let 
me say that there is no relation between 
the question put by my hon. friend and 
the subject-matter of the question on the 
Paper. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this Agricul- 
tural Rating Act is for the benefit of----- 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


An Hon. MempBer: Where do the tax- 
payers come in ? 


SCOTTISH ESTIMATES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he will say when the 
Vote for the Fishery Board for Scotland 
and the remaining Scotch Votes will be 
taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is, I am 
afraid, no probability of Scottish Esti- 
mates being put down as first Order on 
any of the remaining days allotted to 
Supply. 


Mr. WEIR: Are we not to have 
another day ? Do I understand that ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member must understand exactly what 
I said. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that we have only had six and 
a half hours discussion on Scottish 
Votes ? 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he can state the 
business for next week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 
the Committee stage of the Education 
Bill will be taken. As soon as that is 
concluded there will be, in accordance 
with my promise to hon. Gentlemen 
from Ireland, a debate on the financial 
relations. I cannot take that on Wed- 
nesday, because the pledge is for a full 
day ; and I hope, therefore, we shall be 
able to take it on Thursday. On Friday 
it will probably be for the general con- 
venience if the first Vote taken in Supply 
is that for the Home Office. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): There is some 
difficulty as to that, as we have not the 


| Factory Inspector's Report. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am sorry. We have 
done all we could to forward the printing, 
and I hope we may be able to have the 
first part available for Members in time. 


*Stmr CHARLES DILKE: If we can 
have it two days before the Vote is taken 
it will make a great difference. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I will try. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then, if that 
can be done, I take it there will be no 
objection to discussing the Vote next 
Friday. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In the event 
of its not being possible, will the right 
hon. Gentleman put down the Vote for 
the First Lord’s salary first, so that we 
may discuss the Gibraltar Works ques- 
tion, or will he name some approximate 


day for the introduction of the Naval 
Works Bill ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it will 
be quite impossible to allot the first Order 
on any of the remaining days of Supply 
to a further discussion on Gibraltar, on 
which we have already had a motion for 
the adjournment of the House, and on 
which there must be an opportunity for 
debate on the Second Reading of the 
Naval Works Bill. That Bill will be 
introduced at no very distant date. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : We had not 
the Report at the time of the motion for 
adjournment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot be 
blamed if that debate was taken prema- 
turely. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed [10th 
July] on consideration of the Bill, as 
amended ; and which Amendment was— 


“In page 2, line 40, to leave out Clause 3.”— 
(Mr. Rea). 


Question again proposed,‘ That the 
words of Clause 3 to the second word 
‘ the,’ in line 43, stand part of the Bill.” 


Debate resumed. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he had listened very 
carefully to the speech of his hon. friend 
the Member for Bolton the other evening, 
as he was anxious to hear what defence 
a Radical free-trader would be able to 
make for such an imposition as the coal 
tax. After following the arguments of 
the hon. Member very carefully he con- 
fessed that he was very much disap- 
pointed with them. Coal, said the hon. 
Member for Bolton, not being a natural 
product like cotton or wool, but a free 
gift of nature, was therefore a proper 
article of taxation. But on that argu- 
ment it would be possible to support a 
tax upon all other minerals as well as 
coal produced in this country and sent 


abroad. It would apply to china-clay, 
copper, granite, lead ore, limestone, 


salt, and tin—which were all produced 
in this country and exported to foreign 
countries. His hon. friend also told the | 


| 


House that the opposition to the coal | 
| 
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| tax was a selfish opposition. He ad- 
mitted it was selfish; but it would be 
equally true to say that the support 
‘of the tax was selfish, for if the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer did not get the 
two millions from coal these millions 
would have to be levied in some other 
way, and in all probability that would 
effect the hon. Gentlemen who support 
the coal tax and their cons ituents. 
His hon. friend went on to justify his 
argument by asking where was his share, 
where did he come in? He would ask 
the hon. Member what would be the 
value of the coal to anybody were it not 
for the labour of the miner? Coal 
was not worth a single sixpence until 
the labour of the miner was applied 
to it. There was a way in which the 
hon. Member might have his share—he 
might follow his own example, enter a 
mine and give his labour in exchange for 
wages. He ventured to say ihat if the 
669 Members of this House obtained 
their share of the products of the mines by 
working for it in the mines we should, 
not have had this tax imposed. 

He wished to say a very few words 
upon what he considered the deplorable 
lack of information on the part of the 
officials who had had to deal with this 
matter. There was a great deal to be 
said in excuse for the lack of information 
displayed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and he was rather inclined 
to commiserate than to censure the 
right hon. Gentleman. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was not as_ other 
men. He was not permitted to look 
upon the wine when it sparkled in 
the cup, or as many others were, to 
enter the portals of the goddess Lady 
Nicotine. He might not look upon any 
of these things without being suspected 
of having some malevolent intentions 
towards some of our comforts and enjoy- 
ments. But that was all the more 
reason why those responsible for advising 
the right hon. Gentleman as to the effect 
which was likely to be produced by this 
tax should have been mor vigilant in 
their endeavours to get information for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
whole history of the tax from the day it 
was introduced till now showed that the 
authorities had been woefully negligent 
in obtaining information as to its prob- 
able effects. The Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer had already made what were | price that the consumer at home had to 


described as concessions so far as the} 
inferior qualities of coal were concerned. 
He would like to call attention to two 
probable effects which these’ concessions 
were likely to have. First of all, there 
would be a considerable loss of revenue, 
because when the price of coal fell to 
the lower regions, there would be no coal 
sold between 6s. and 7s. per ton. In 
order to avoid the tax a less figure would 
be taken. In the second place, these 
concessions would very seriously affect 
wages. He was not ashamed to confess 
that he looked at this question from the 
point of view of the labouring miners 
rather than of the coal owners. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer took it for 
granted that the coal owners had made 
very considerable profit, and his anxiety 
was to get at that profit. But the right 
hon. Gentleman had gone in a very 
clumsy way about it. Instead of taxing 
them directly, the right hon. Gentleman 


had introduced a proposal which would ° 


have a very injurious effect on the wages 
of working miners. In Northumber- 
land and Durham the wages of the 
miners were regulated by the average 
selling price of coal, and if the price fell 
toa point between 6s. and 7s. the lower 
price would be taken in order to avoid 
the tax. That would reduce the quar- 
terly average price, and so the miners’ 
wages would be reduced. 

The Colonial Secretary in a speech 
delivered at Birmingham in May said 
that there were two sets of people on 
whom the tax would fall—either upon 
the foreigner who bought our coal or 
upon the coal owner who produced it. 
He could well fancy that he saw the right 
hon. Gentleman striking a sort of devil- 
may-care attitude and saying, ‘‘! don’t 
care which.” But the coal industry did 
care, because it was a matter of vital 
importance to them. The right hon. 
Gentleman flattered the coal owners 
in his own district on their patriotism, 
and said that they did not murmur 
or complain of the tax. The men, 
he said, who complained were the men 
who taxed every householder, every 
manufacturer, and every working man 
last year from 5s. to 10s. a ton on 
his coal. But it was not the men who 
produced coal for the foreign market 


'judgment, was very 


that were responsible for the increased | 


pay for his coal. It was the men who 
produced for the home market that were 
responsible, and they were let off free as 
far as the tax was concerned, although 
they were the men who made the greatest 
profit in the coal trade duriny the last. 
few years. The Colonial Secretary also 
went on to say that the mmers ought to. 
pay their share of the war expenses just 
the same as any other working man. 
The miner did not objeet to pay his fair 
share of the war expenses; it was the 
unfair share he objected to. Was there 
a manufacturer in Birmingham engaged 
in the manufacture of small arms and 
ammunition who had not profited more 
through this war than manufacturers: 


in any other town or city in the 
kingdom? The factories and work- 
shops engaged in producing these 


things had been running night and day, 


and huge profits had been made by the 
manufacturers. But they were not 
touched by this taxation, nor were the 
workmen except by the tax imposed on 
the sugar. The Government, however, 
not only touched the miner’s sugar, but. 
also taxed his industry. That, in his 
unfair. If the 
Government wanted to tax the profits of 
those who had made large sums of money 
they ought to have introduced a measure 
which would have established a graduated 
income tax. In the most profitable year 
that there had been for a long time the 
average wage of the miner was only 35s. 
a week. Having regard to the fact that 
the miner every day he entered a mine 
earried his life in his hand, and was 
surrounded by innumerable dangers 
when toiling far from the light of day, 
could it really be said that was an exees- 
sive wage ? And yet the effect of the coal 
tax would be the reduction of the wage 
he had been in a position to earn. It 
was because he believed that the tax 
was unfair, affecting as it did only one 
industry, and only a portion of that 
industry, and because he believed it to be 
unjust in principle and contrary to the 
great policy of free trade, by. means of 
which our national prosperity had been 
built up, that he should take every 
opportunity of protesting in the House 
against it. The Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer, in proposing the tax, was taking 
them back to the days of exploded ideas. 
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Over a hundred years ago Sir John] appeared, and partly also as the out- 

Sinclair stated that the idea that, when|come of the competition of other 

an exported commodity was taxed, the| countries which were beginning to 

foreigner would have to pay it was ex-|take their place. At the present 

ploded. Now a free trade Chancellor of | time this country was living a sort 

the Exchequer had revived that idea. | of spendthrift existence, and, as was 

But the foreigner was just as wideawake | usual under those circumstances, the 

in commercial matters as they were, and | Government had to look about to get 

depend on it he would not pay an extra|the money in order to carry on the 
1s. a ton when he could get coal of equal | enormous, wasteful expenditure which 

value nearer home at a lower price.| now went on. For the first time in 

He would take every possible oppor- | their history what might almost be 

tunity afforded to him by the rules of| called the life-blood of the country— 
procedure to protest against the tax as|coal—was attacked. And what would 
unjust and unfair. be the result? At the present moment 

| they were supposed to be able to bear 

*Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) | that tax through the prosperity which 

said the House had just listened to a| the country was—he was almost going 
speech on the coal tax from a practical | to say—suffering from, because in the 
Member, who spoke with great authority. | end it would produce suffering. But in 
He wished to speak more especially from | ordinary times what would be the effect 
the shipowners’ point of view. He knew when the export of coal began to lessen, 
that this country was entirely dependent as it must lessen? The tax not only 
on its mercantile marine, and, as one affected the coalowner and the coal pro- 
who had been intimately connected with | ducer, but it affected almost every branch 
the mercantile marine of this country! of industry in this country. He be- 
for fifty years, he declared that the | lieved that the east coast of England 
tax was looked upon as most deplorable. ; would probably be more affected than 
In their commerce now almost every | any other part of the country. He had 
bulky article had disappeared. In his, had no opportunity until now of pro- 
time their vessels were loaded with testing against this tax. His two col- 
general cargo, but not now, as coals had | leagues in the representation of Hull 
to be taken in largequantities to complete | sat on the other side of the House, 
their loading. The iron trade, which | and would no doubt vote in favour of 
was a large one, had disappeared. The that tax, which would have a disastrous 
textile trade was not in a good condition, | effect upon the port they represented. 
and he was told by manufacturers that He knew that anything he said 
they, too, were suffering from over- here was perfectly hopeless. Shipowners 
legislation—from the interference of had no power to resist this tax, but it 
the Factory Acts and other legislation would only be a matter of time when the 
which they thought to a great extent country would begin to feel its disastrous 
unnecessary. He would take his own, effects. In his day it had not been a 
case as connected with shipping. His matter of 1s. a ton that they had had 
firm despatched weekly over twenty|to consider when they received any 
steamers to foreign ports. Excepting orders for the export of coal to Russia, 
to America every one of those ships was | to Norway, to Sweden, and to Germany. 
dependent upon coal to enable it to con-| Then it had been a matter of one or two 
finue in that trade. Several trades! pence per ton, the margin had been so 
without free export coal would cease | small. Already orders coming into the 
to exist. What were they seeing? The port of Hull had fallen off to the extent 
big Atlantic steamers had such difficulty | of 21 per cent. for six months of the 
in getting cargo from England that, in| present year. What did that mean? 
addition to water ballast, nearly all of Why, it affected every industry connected 
them were being fitted with tank-holds. with the port. The two railway com- 
to contain additional water, to enable! panies at Hull were talking of building 
them to make their voyages with safety | new docks for Hull, but, if the diminu- 
across the Atlantic. That was because tion of trade continued, they would at 
the cargoes had to a great extent dis-| once begin to consider whether it was 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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wise to extend their liabilities in that, *Mr. JOHN WILSON said he had given 
direction, when it must be in the end|the right hon. Gentleman June; he 
disastrous to the two companies. This| gave the right hon. Gentleman the 
tax went through almost every ramifica- | benefit of May. There was still a falling 
tion of trade. If Northern Russia had | tendency; but most material of all, and 
to pay too dear, they could use their | this was the question he would like the 
own wood, and in Southern Russia they | House to consider, as they had heard a 
could use petroleum. We had not the great deal about the profits on coal, the 
control of the markets of the world. | fall of 25 per cent. which he had men- 
Only in the previous day’s paper he saw tioned showed how rapidly the price 
a notification from Knoxville, Tennessee, was falling. They could notice what 
that an order had been given to American a disastrous effect this tax would have 
coalowners for 100,000 tons of coals to | on the carrying trade of the country when 
be exported within the next six months | they found an hon. Member, who was a 
to Venice, in the Adriatic. This was one | shipowner and whose firm was one of the 
of the ports to which his firm sent largest engaged in the shipping trade, 
steamers, and if they could not get coals rising in his place and strongly protesting 
for those steamers they would not be against this tax. Forty-six million tons 
able to run them at all. They were! of coal, to the value of thirty-seven 
already suffering, from the action of the | millions sterling, was exported last year, 
Government, the tramps to Germany, and if that amount of money were put 
who run out with coals and home with | out at 3 per cent. compound interest in 
sugar, and would have their trade ruined | one hundred years it would be as large as 
ifthose articles were interfered with. But | the National Debt. Instead of endeavour 
what was the use of talking. The ing to kill the export trade, the right 
Government had got into this terrible hon. Gentleman should do all he could 
mess through spending money on ato encourage and favour the export 
disastrous war, which would prove a/|trade of this country. He again pro- 
terrible strain upon the resources of the | tested against the tax. 

country, but he could not imagine that | 

the Government could have made a Mr. ATHERLEY JONES (Durham, 
greater mistake than to have raised the ,N.W.): I am afraid that this subject has 
money for that expenditure by a tax | been discussed very much at large, and ] 
upon coal. He considered it his duty to | only rise because, representing a mining 
make a protest against it. | constituency, I feel that I could not allow 
*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) ‘the Bill to pass without as shortly as 
emphasised the remarks he made when possible emphasising my views upon the 
the coal tax was introduced into the Coal tax. Though not a coal owner, I am 
Budget, when he pointed out the entire bound to repudiate the imputation which 
unfairness of the incidence of the tax, the | has been cast upon the coal owners by the 
necessity for an ad valorem duty, and | right hon. Gentleman, who said they 
the effect the tax would have on the | lacked public spirit. There is no ground 
carrying trade. He was glad to see that | for such an imputation ; the coal owners 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had | and the miners of this country were per- 
sen fit, as the result of the arguments | fectly willing to contribute their share 
brought to bear upon the question of | of the expenditure of this war if it had 
contracts, to meet them as fairly and been asked of them through proper 

freely as could be expected. As far as | Channels. They object to this tax because 
contracts were concerned, he thought the they believe it strikes at a particular 
right hon. Gentleman had gone to a very | industry —a staple industry of the 

great length. In the month of June no | country—and that the effect is not 

less than 455,000 tons had fallen off in| transient but permanent. Therefore the 
the exports of coal; that was more than | taunt of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

10 per cent. upon the whole of the export | is a8 ill-conceived as it is unmerited. 

unae of the country. Sir M. HICKS BEACH : If the hon. 

THe CHANCELLOR oF tHE EX-| Gentleman refers to me—— 

CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 

W.): What about May ? | Mr. ATHERLEY JONES: I do. 
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Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: 


made such a statement. 


Mr. ATHERLEY JONES : I distinctly 
remember that the right hon. Gentleman 
expressed the utmost abhorrence of the 
whining applications addressed to him 
by the coal owners of this country, and 
he dwelt upon the fact that they had 
derived immense profits and had _ been 
somewhat ungenerous in not conceding 
this tax. The right hon. Gentleman has, 
however, been touched by the legitimate 
appeal of the coal owners, and he has given 
away about one-third of the tax which 
he at first regarded as essential to impose. 
But let me point out that the right hon. 
Gentleman, in giving away one-third of 
this tax, has also cast to the winds every 
principle for which he contended in his 
Budget speech when he introduced this 
tax. What he said then was, that it would 
not be an unmitigated misfortune to the 
country if the effect of this tax were to be 
that it hampered the exportation of coal. 
The very class of coal in which there 
was no monopoly, the very class which 
the incidence of this tax presses so hardly 
upon—that class of coal the right hon. 
Gentleman has relieved. What remains ? 
This remains—a tax has been imposed 
permanently which is contrary to the 
accepted principles of every political 
economist. Sir Robert Peel in 1845 
abandoned the coal tax. Why? The 
tax produced only £118,000 in 1845, 
and Sir Robert Peel stated that he aban- 
doned it because it was opposed to every 
sound principle of finance If you con- 
sult any political economist, theoretical 
or practical, you will find that the only 
ground upon which an export tax can be 
justified is that it relates to an article in 
which the country imposing the tax pos- 
sesses anabsolute monopoly. There is no 
condition or circumstance which entitles 
us to claim that coal is a monopoly. I 
admit that in the present condition of 
freights certain classes of British coal 
practically have a monopoly in certain 
parts of the world, but that is a partial 
monopoly which may at any time be 
overthrown by the growing competition 
of America or countries in the Far East. 
I do not wish to put the case in the 
slightest degree higher than it ought to be. 
agree that, in so far as our coal trade with 
the Mediterranean, the north of France, 
and possibly Russia is concerned, this tax 
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will not, under existing circumstances, 
largely to its detriment, 
[‘* Yes.”] I think not under present 
circumstances. [*‘‘ Yes.’’] I bow to the 
superior knowledge of my hon. friends 
behind me, but that is the conclusion 
at which I had arrived from the no 
doubt imperfect investigation I had 
made. But there is a zone in which 
English coal comes into sharp competition 
with German coal—namely, north Ger- 
By this tax you are widening 
the zone within which German coal can 
successfully compete with English coal 
to the extent of about twenty-five miles, 
taking the railway carriage at }d. per 
ton; and by reference to the map it will be 
seen that this covers an area which is 
a large coal-consuming district. There- 
fore, you must inevitably injure to that 
extent the coal trade of Northumberland, 
and, to some extent, that of Durham. 


Why has the right hon. Gentleman 
imposed this tax in such a way that it 
affects only two classes—the coal owner 
and the coal miner ? A very interesting 
report was published some years ago 
showing that the royalty owners of this 
country derived nearly £5,000,000 per 
annum for royalties and wayleaves. 
Why are they not included in this tax! 
It may be said that they are already 
taxed. But so also are coal owners. 
This is a special tax imposed uron the 
coal industry, and I want to know why 
the right hon. Gentleman did not devise 
some system of adjustment by which it 
would have been competent for the coal 
owner—and, consequently, for the miner 
—to make in respect of the amount of 
this tax some deduction for the royalty 
he has to pay. I have it, on authority 
which I cannot question, that to devise 
such a process would not have _ been 
difficult. The royalty owner is permitted 
to draw an average of about 6d. per ton 
without in the smallest degree con- 
tributing to this tax. In continental 
countries, beyond the ordinary _per- 
manent charges attaching to works and 
maintenance, and so forth, there is no 
permanent charge upon the mine owner 
such as there has been from time im- 
memorial in this country. The royalties 
in Germany are about 2d. per ton, and 
in France they are practically non- 
existent, while in this country they 
The right hon. 
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Gentleman is now imposing a permanent 
tax of ls. a ton, so that the coal trade 
of this country will be under a permanent 
disability or handicap of 1s. 6d. per ton 
in its competition with other coal-pro- 
ducing countries. ‘‘ Oh,” said the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, ** that is a matter 
of no importance whatever.”” But such 
is the absence of consideration which 
has been given to this question that at a 
later stage he recognised that the tax 
would strike a fatal blow at the trade 
in the comparatively less expensive coal 
from Northumberland and Monmouth- 
shire, and therefore made a concession. 
This is a tax, not upon ascertained 
profits, but upon an industry. Is the 


Finance 


right hon. Gentleman prepared to impose , 


a perminent handicap of Is. 6d. per ton 
on British coal? He told us the other 
day that France had a tariff of 113d. 
upon English coal going to that country. 
If that is the case, so far as England 
against France is concerned, on every 
ton of coal we send to France there will 
be a permanent disability of 2s. 53d. 
This is not wise finance. It is admitted 
to have been ill-considered, because if it 
had been otherwise the right hon. Gentle- 
man would not have thrown away one- 
third, or possibly more, of it for the 
first year. In these times of inflation 
the coal trade may be able to bear the 
tax without serious suffering, under the 
limitations which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has imposed, but it is no less certain 
that it will come to be a very serious 
blow at one of our greatest industries. ] 
will close my observations by referring to 
the speech of Sir Robert Peel in1845,when 
in striking off the coal tax, he said that 
any tax upon exports is contrary to the 
best interests of commerce, and is calcu- 
lated to inflict injury upon British 
industry. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
I fully sympathise with the arduous task 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has had 
since he first proposed this tax, and I 
do not look upon the changes and exemp- 
tions he has made as having been con- 
ceded to mollify those who were opposed 
to him. I believe they have been made 
because on further inquiry the right hon. 
Gentleman has found that the course he 
had adopted was the wrong one. We, 


therefore, return to the subject to-night | 
hoping that, even at the eleventh hour, | 
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we may induce the right hon. Gentleman 
to forego the tax altogether. He will 
forgive us if, so far as we are concerned, 
we put ourselves into the position of the 
importunate widow of the New Testament 
—not that he is the unjust judge. 


*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: There is a 
material difference. The importunate 
widow had got nothing. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON: No, no. The 
right hon. Gentleman is wrong in his 
Biblical knowledge. The widow got 
everything she wanted and went away 
satisfied, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
will give us all we want I will at once sit 
down. My hon. friend the Member for 
Bolton said he would be satisfied if he 
got his share, and I was going to suggest 
a method by which he might get it. If 
every ton of coal exported produced a 
shilling there would be something like 
44,000,000 or 45,000,000 shillings. The 
total population according to the last 
census was about 45,000,000, so that the 
hon. Member’s share would be one shilling, 
and I have not the least doubt that the 
hon. Member for Chester-le-Street, or 
even one of us who have been miners. 
would gladly give him that amount if he 
would then be satisfied. 

The test of this subject may be 
very fairly stated in a homely proverb 
to the effect that even in a _ matter 
of taxation it can only be tested truly 
by its weakest point. If you test a 
chain, you do not test it by its strongest 
part. The strongest part so far as the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman is 
concerned is that the foreigner will pay the 
shilling per ton. It is said that the coal- 
owners made very large profits last year. 
I do not know what profits they made, 
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‘but I should think that a very high 


estimate has been placed upon them. 
Would it not have been better if the 
profits of the coalowner had been taxed ? 


‘You might ascertain the profits in some 


way, and then you might tax the coal- 
owners upon the profits they had made. 
But if the coalowner had to pay a portion 
of his profits, and the miner had to risk 
his employment, why should the royalty 
owner not pay some portion of this tax % 
Without the slightest conceit or egotism, 
I do say that I do not believe an answer 
has been given to this question. I 
attempted the other night to put before 
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the House my idea that this question 
can only be tested by its weakest part. 
The general taxation of this Finance 
Bill can only be tested in the same way. 
We should be wrong in testing the inci- 
dence of the sugar tax by its relationship 
to a well-paid artisan, but we must look 
at the question as to how it bears upon 
the man earning 14s. or 15s. a week. 
My idea as to the proper principle of 
taxation is that in a nation where the 
wealth of the country is derived from 
the joint action of capital and labour, 
and where the wages as well as the in- 
come of the capitalist come from that 
joint co-operation, the man who receives 
the largest income and has the greatest 
share in the wealth produced ought to 
bear the largest share in a time of stress 
and strain. I grant to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that he may be right 
in asserting that to some part of the 
coal trade will be given a monopoly. I 
will leave out South Wales, although I 
might have taken it as an illustration, 
and I will take the northern counties. 
If two-thirds of the present exportation 
of coal hold the market, then there is 
one-third with regard to the production 
of which the men would not be required. 
That is in my opinion the proper view 
of the question which, I think, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should take. 
We have recently seen a very sorrowful 
sight in our mining villages ; for we have 
seen men begging for employment, and 
leaving their homes in order to get a 
chance of work, and, in the sentiments 
of Burns, begging leave to toil of some 
lordly fellow-worm. This arose from 
the fact that the work could not be given 
because the coalowner could not sell 
his coal, and consequently he did not 
require the men. That is the position 
we dread. That is the spectre which 
will arise out of the depression in trade, 
and if one-third of the coal required now 
is not required in consequence oft his tax 
because only the superior quality holds 
a monopoly, those who produce the one- 
third which is not required will have to 
go elsewhere. I have seen some of the 
most profound—if the word can _ be 
applied to ignorance—and the grossest 
ignorance shown in this House upon this 
question. It has been said from the 
Government Bench, in order to court 
favour with the men in the Midlands, 
that they would not feel this tax. The 
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man who uses this argument does not 
know of the migratory tendency of 
labour, and if there should be 4,080, 
5,000, or 6,060 men in Durham and the. 
same number in Northumberlandaffected 
in this way, where will they go to! 
Where will they have to seek tor labour 
to earn bread for themselves and their 
wives and families? They will have to 
seek employment in the Midlands. [If 
there is an over abundant labour market 
| we know that labour is cheapened, and 
therefore the Midland men will be bound 
to feel the effects of this taxation, because 
they will be overcrowded by the un- 
employed who will be thrown out of work 
by the dislocating and the destruction 
of trade by a tax which ought never to 
have been imposed. We were told that 
,it did not apply to Ireland, in order to 
get the Irish Members to vote for the 
}Government. I took the opportunity 
upon a former occasion of interjecting 
}a remark that in the north of England 
‘and the constituency which | represent 
'there are thousands who have come 
|from Ireland because they could not get 
employment in their own country, and 
they have come to Durham and North- 
umberland and other centres of industry ; 
and if we limit the chances of employ- 
ment in Durham and Northumberland, 
and in consequence these men are not 
wanted in the coal mining centres, 
surely they will be hurt by this tax. 
I think that is a logical argument. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
congratulated himself upon the faet 
that the foreigner will pay this tax, 
and if not the foreigner the employer, 
and if not either, then there would be an 
advantage by the coal remaining in the 
country to be sold more cheaply to the 
home consumer, or it could be husbanded 
for future consumption. I am going to 
show the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that he makes two attacks upon the 
position of the workmen. A reduction 
in wages is not the worst thing the 
workman will have to fear. If this coal 
is not exported, the workmen’s labour 
will not be required, and the very result 

| which we dread and fear the most will 
fall upon us. There are others besides 
‘the miners who will be affected. There 
_are villages in Durham and Northumber- 
_land where the whole community depends 
upon the labour of the miner, and if 
_the miners are not at work, and pits 
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are stopped, then the traders and every- 
body else in those villages will suffer. 
fhe right hon. Gentleman makes out 
that if the coal is not exported at all it will 
be a benefit. I believe when the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer made that 
remark that he was ignorant of the 
relations of the employers with their 
men on this question. I could not look 


men of their work, because of our coal 
not being required by the foreigner, 
who will go to his own market, as a matter 
for congratulation. It is to me a terror 
of the blackest and direst character— 
the throwing of men out of work on 
account of this policy. When you 
quote the figures for May you show that 
the exports are greater. But how 
about June? This thing is not to be 
settled by the platitudes of economics 
formed in the study. It is to be settled 
by the stern facts of everyday life, 
by the stern facts of our industrial 
occupations. These are “chiels that 
winna ding,” and these we will have 
to meet as the years roll on, but I 
cannot, and I am confident that my 
colleagues cannot, look upon this policy 
with the smallest assurance and hope. 
We are told coal will be cheaper to 
the people of the country. That means 
that the miner will have to work for less 
wages. One might think that The Times 
newspaper was a centre of economic 
truth. That journal in, I think, May 
this year said that the coal-owners had 
kept up profits, and that the miners 
had kept up wages. %Well, it would 
not do for me to impugn the wisdom of a 
paper like The Times, but I must say 
that I never saw greater ignorance of 
how wages are managed in this country. 
The hon. Member tor the Wansbeck 
Division has said that wages in the north 


of England are kept up by the price in 
the market. In South Wales, the Midland 


Federation, Durham and Northumber- 
land and the Scotch Conciliation Board 
—in every case the miner has not forced 
wages. He follows the market. When 
prices went up last year we followed the 
prices every quarter. We have followed 


‘them down now. Wages are not merely 


being reduced—they are rushing down. 
I am reminded by my hon. friend near 
me that in Northumberland they 
have suffered a reduction of 22} 
per cent. in wages this year, and 
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this is the trade the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is smiting. I shall be sur- 
prised if there is not another reduction 
with us in three weeks. In every mining 
district in this country there is a tendency 
‘towards a reduction in wages. I have 
‘seen the statement that during the 
| last twenty years, including 1900, when 
| there was a great rush of prosperity, the 
selling price of coal at the pit mouth 
realised 5s. 7d. and some points. That 
would be, according to our arrangement 
of wages, 183 per cent. above the standard. 
I hope hon. Gentlemen will excuse me 
discussing this, for it is to me a very 
interesting and important point. What 
were miners’ wages on the average during 
those twenty years? I will take the 
average wage of 1879, and I will put 
18? per cent. to it. There are three 
classes of men down the pit working 
eight hours a day, and their average 
wages during the whole twenty years 
was 3s. 54d. in one class, 3s. 63d. in 
another, and 4s. 3?d.inthethird. There 
are other two classes working ten hours 
a day, and they receive 4s. 1d. and 4s. 44d. 
Taking the average over the whole 
twenty years by the same _ process 
the wage of the coalhewer would be 
5s. 1?d. per day. I repeat the question 
put by the hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division. Is there any man who 
thinks that too much of a wage for a 
miner? I do not think there is any 
man here who would say so. This is 
not a political question. It is a question 
of life to hundreds of people. But we 
have been told that this is a case where 
we are on the wrong side of politics, 
that we are rather a stiff-necked and 
perverse generation, and that, therefore, 
we ought to be punished. If we had 
been on the right side of politics we 
might have been allowed to go scot free. 
We are told that the miners are adherents 
of the Radical party. I agree that we 
are. I do not think, for all that, that 
we should be taxed in this way. We 
have been told that there is no fear of a 
reduction of wages, because we can resist 
any attack the employers may make. 
We are told that it would be very much 
better to husband our resources in order 
to meet the employers rather than 
\threaten to strike against the Govern- 
ment proposal. The Government said, 
* Oh! don’t strike against; us strike 
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against other people.’’ Words like these 
were unbecoming a statesman. They 
may do for a demagogue on a platform, 
they may do for a man who wishes to stir 
up the feelings of the people against the 
powers that be, but certainly they ought 
not to come from a man whose position 
demands that his words should be words 
of light and leading and clear of every- 
thing containing the very suggestion of 
confiict and contention with regard to 
the industry of this country. I could 
quote the words of the President of the 
Board of Trade and the Secretary for the 
Colonies, who said that we are in this 
matter catspaws for the employers. I 
deny it. I say here that we have never 
been made catspaws for any person yet. 
We wish in the discussion of our wage 
questions to introduce amicable and 
friendly feeling. We want reason to 
rule, and not brute force. I conclude 
by saying that we miners have no 
objection to pay a fair share of the 
taxation of the country. It is not a 
question of money with us, and never 
has been. We believe it is our bread. 
If anyone denies what I say I would 
point to the number of young miners 
who went into the field in South Africa 
never to return. I would point to 
the relief societies started in Durham 
to keep the wives and the children and 
the parents of the men who went to the 
front. Therefore that is proof positive 
that we are willing, much as we may 
hate the war, much as we feel that it 
could be settled by negotiation if properly 
conducted, and much as we abhor the 


epithet “ pro-Boer,”’ to bear our share and. 


to regard the honour of the country 
rather more than the putting a feather 
in any statesman’s cap. We object to 
this tax because we see hehind it, as the 
result of its imposition, thousands of men 
begging for work. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R . Barnsley) said this was a tax which 
handicapped British coal producers to 
the extent of 1s. per ton in favour of the 
foreign producer. The hon. Member ' 
for Bolton in a speech the other night 
rejoiced that by the operation of this 
tax our exports of coal would be reduced 
and the coal resources of the country 
preserved for our future requirements. | 
Did the country gain no benefit from 
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free trade in coal? Had the country 
gained no benefit during the past year 
from the export of 45,000,000 tons of 
coal? There were 800,000 men em- 
ployed in this industry, and their buying 
power had been substantially increased 


with regard to food, clothing, and other 


articles. He did not deny that so far 
as Welsh smokeless steam coal was con- 
cerned the foreign consumer might be 
made to payin ordinary times, but the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had been 
compelled to acknowledge that in times of 
depression, so far as the coal of Durham 
and Northumberland were concerned, 
there was force in the contention that we 
would be unable to compel the consumer 
in the north of Europe to pay an addi- 
tional 1s. per ton. One great objection 
to the tax was its sectional application. 
He said it would have been better to apply 
it to the whole of the coal produced in 
the country, whether for export or 
home consumption, and that 1d. per ton 
should have been levied upon the colliery 
owner and ld. per ton on the royalty 
owner. The tax was popular with 


certain consumers of coal in this country, 


who thought that the coalowners had 
been fleecing them, and who desired 
that they also should be hit by the 
tax; but, unfortunately for that view, it 
was the owners of export collieries who 
would be affected, while the others would 
go scot free. He thought the great blot 
in connection with the incidence of the tax 
was that it was not equitably distributed 
all round. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had agreed not to impose the 
tax on coal sold at a less price than 6s. 
per ton free on board. He was sorry to 
say that, so far as Durham was con- 
cerned, this inflicted a further inequality 
on the coal trade. In normal times 
ordinary unscreened coal from the 
county of Durham was sold at 6s. 6d. to 
6s. 9d. per ton free on board. It was 
obvious that if coal above 6s. was to pay 
1s. duty it would pay the colliery owner 
better to sell at 6s. per ton, than with the 
tax charged upon it at 6s. 11d. per ton. 
Durham unscreened coal, which was 
largely exported for bunker and manu- 
facturing purposes, in normal times was 
sold at 6s. 6d. free on board in competi- 


tion with small coal from Northumber-. 
Smal}, 


land at 4s. per ton free on board. 
coals were now being used to a much 
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greater extent for bunkering purposes. 
That was a nominal difference of 2s. 6d. 
per ton. Under the new arrangement 
Northumberland small coal would pay no 
tax whatever, while Durham unscreened 
coal would be subject to a duty of 1s. per 
ton. He thought it was somewhat 
unfair to the Durham unscreened coal 
exporters that they should be thus 
handicapped. With regard to the tax 
being permanent, he asked if they were 
to believe that, when the time came 
that many collieries were being worked 
at an actual out of pocket loss, the 
impost of the ls. per ton duty could 
possibly be maintained ? The tax was a 
fiscal departure absolutely unsound in 
character. It would be a_ serious 
hindranee and interference with one of 
the greatest industries of the colliery 
owners, and it would also inflict serious 
hardship on the miners, especially in 
times of depression. 

Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) said he thought that, so 
far as 75 per cent of the coal tax was 
concerned, it would come out of the 
pockets of the foreigners. We ought 
to look at the incidence of the tax and the 
effect it would have upon our own 
industries. There were large industrial 
populations in this country other than 
those employed in coal-mining, such as 
the iron and steel trades, which were 
very materially affected by a tax or 
otherwise on coal. The iron and steel 
trades at the present time were enduring 
very severe competition from across the 
Atlantic, and that was a point which 
should command very careful con- 
sideration. If he thought that the 
heavy mineral manufacturing trades 
were going to be affected by this tax, he 
should be very much opposed to it. 
But, on the contrary, if it had any 
effect at all, he thought it would be for 
the advantage of the manufacturing iron 
and steel trades of this country. These 
industries were largely affected by the 
question of transit. Advantageous ship- 
ping freights had enabled them to com- 
pete against the protective duties of the 
United States, but that advantage had 
been disappearing, and now unless they 
could have the advantage of a plentiful 
supply of cheap coal at home they would 
be unable to compete. They were going 
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the coming year. He congratulated the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that he had 
imposed a tax on an article which was 
of the first necessity and importance to 
us as a manufacturing nation, and which 
would have a beneficial effect if it had 
any effect at all in the way of preserving 
our coal and bringing the home manu- 
facturer into a position of being able 
to compete with the manufacturer 
abroad who, with the co-operation of the 
railways, was overcoming questions 
affecting the conveyance of materials in 
a way they were not being overcome 
in this country. He believed that in the 
United States materials could be carried 
at a farthing per ton per mile, but in this 
country the railway companies charged 
seven-eighths of a penny per ton per 
mile. The tendency would be to give 
us a compensatory balance in our com- 
petition with foreign countries by reason 
of the fact that the coal instead of being 
exported as coal would be exported in 
the form of manufactured articles, such 








to see their railway rates increased during 


/as steel and iron. He congratulated the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
'form in which he had placed this tax. 
| If by legislation we could retain the 
| manufacturing industries of this country, 
the hon. Member opposite would find 
that the miners in the North would not 
| be wanting in wages, while other indus- 
| tries would have cheap coal, which would 
| enable them to exist. 

| *Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
| District) said he did not propose to go 
| over the whole field of operation of this 
‘tax. He was the less disposed to take up 
the time of the House because, so far as 
the ‘manufactured fuel”’ trade of his con- 
stituents was concerned, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had been good enough 
to place Amendments on the Paper which 
carried out the indertaking which he 
had given a few nights ago in regard to 
the matter of small coal. He did not 
think it would be necessary for him to 
dilate at any length on behalf of the 
western portion of Glamorganshire on the 
very grave objections they had to this 
tax, but there were one or two points 
not touched upon by preceding speakers 
which ought to be brought to the notice 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and even at this eleventh hour he was 
not without hope that, so far as manu- 
factured fuel was concerned, the right 
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hons Gentleman might see his way to 
make further concessions. The de- 
fenders of the tax alleged that in sub- 
stance coal was something entirely 
different from other commodities, and 
especially that the coal of South Wales 
was a kind of monopoly. It had been 
conceded by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
ehequer and other speakers that of all 
forms of indirect taxation a tax on 
exports was the most objectionable, 
unless the duty was placed on an article 
which formed practically a monopoly. 
It was absolutely untrue to say that 
coal was a monopoly in any sense of the 
term as used by political economists. He 
quite admitted that the coal in certain 
areas in the Rhondda Valley, of a special 
kind, adapted for a certain class of 
steamers, commanded a very high price ; 
but that did not make ita monopoly. It 
appeared to be assumed that because that 
special class of coal was held in high 
esteem abroad that same appreciation 
applied to all kinds of coal exported from 
South Wales. He maintained that the 
western Glamorganshire coal trade was 
al ways of a very precarious character. It 
would command a fair price for use on 
locomotives and stationary engines; but if 
the tax was imposed, it must not be 
assumed for a moment that they were 
likely to keep the export trade from 
Swansea to the north of France and the 
Mediterranean ports. He could assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that if this tax 
was persevered in a very great blow 
would be struck at the export trade from 
Western Glamorganshire. 


It had been urged that coal was a gift 
of nature, not a commodity in the ordi- 
nary sense of the word. That was a 
fallacy. It meant that by exporting the 
coal the nation was wasting its resources, 
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made in Lancashire or Yorkshire. No 
justification whatever had been given 
for choosing this particular commodity 
on which to put an export duty. The 
hon. Member for Bolton had said that 
this was an asset of the nation in a special 
sense, and that we ought to use it for 
ourselves. But the hon. Member had 
entirely forgotten that we got something 
for the coal, and that we were thus using 
it for ourselves. In return for the coal 
we were getting money, manufactured 
articles, and raw materials for our own 
manufactures. If the observations he had 
made in regard to coal had any weight 
they had ten-fold weight in regard to 
manufactured fuel. He had appealed 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
give some consideration to patent fuel, 
and to a certain extent the right hon. 
Gentleman had given him a concession. 
But he wished to call the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer’s attention to certain 
figures about the patent fuel trade which 
would prove that the effect of this tax 
upon patent fuel would be disastrous, 
and very likely remove the industry from 
Glamorganshire to the north of France. 
Patent fuel was composed of 90 per cent. 
of coal and 10 per cent. of pitch, and was 
sold at 12s. per ton. The price of the 
pitch was 35s. per ton, and the 10 per 
cent. in the patent fuel represented 
3s. 6d. per ton. The price of the 90 per 
cent. of coal was 6s. 3d. per ton—or a 
total value of 9s. 9d. The rest of the 
12s. represented the cost of carrying on 
the industry, labour, and waste of 
machinery. As he understood the 
Amendment placed on the paper, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was pre- 
pared to-—-- 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot discuss the Amend- 
ment until it comes before the House. 





and that it ought to be preserved in antici- 
pation of an attack on this country by a 
foreign enemy ; his answer was that the | 
Government should acquire an area in | 
the Rhondda Valley, which would provide 
all the smokeless steam coal required for 
the Navy. Coal was as much a com- | 
modity as any other substance found | 
under the surface of the earth. Till 
brought to the surface it had no more 
value than any other substance. It was 
only made valuable by the expenditure 
of human labour on it ; and it was as 
truly a manufactured article as anything 








Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am not 
going to further exempt patent fuel. 


*Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
then the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to destroy the industry. The whole 
thing was entirely unequal. There was 
certainly a coal ingredient in this com- 
modity, but the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer put the same tax on the Glamor- 
gan coal as on the Rhondda coal, and 
surely he was in order in making a pro- 
test on behalf of the industry in which 
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those who had sent him there were 
greatly interested, Nobody had yet 
analysed the question, “‘ Upon whom this 
tax was ultimately to fall ?”’ 


who would pay the tax ? 


that the incidence of the tax would fall 
on the miners. He would point out to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
once the contracts were performed the 
price of coal f.o.b. at Cardiff would depend 
on the ordinary rules of supply and 
demand. They could not get away from 
that fact. Everybody concerned would 
take notice of it in making their calcula- 
tions to offer to buy or to sell. So long 
as the conditions at Cardiff were suchthat 
the cost of production still allowed some 
profit, the coal produced in East Glamor- 
ganshire would still be sent to Cardiff. 
But if the cost of production exceeded the 
price obtainable by the law of demand 
and supply, colliery after colliery would be 
shut up. But before that happened the 
producer would say he would try to 
lower the cost of production. Now, what 
were the elements in the cost of produc- 
tion? The first was wages, the second 
was the cost of transport to the harbour 
and ether charges, the third was the 
expense of running the mine and 
paying the royalties and taxes con- 
nected with the industry; but 
largest item was wages. 
producer could not say to the land- 
owner he could not pay his rent. 
rent must be paid. Then as to the re- 
ducing the cost of transport, it was a 
long process indeed to induce the railway 
companies to lower their rates. 


formed the most flexible element in the 
‘cost of production, as soon as it was 
known that this tax was to be made 
permanent there would be a _ lower- 
ing of the rate of wages. He opposed 
the clause. The impatience of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was hardly justifiable. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 


Member has no reason for saying that | 


there has been impatience on my part 
at his little political economy lecture. 
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The Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer told them that | 
this was going to be a permanent tax, but | 
when the contracts were well worked out | 
He did not | 
wish to lecture the House of Commons | 
on political economy, but if anyone would | 
follow him out he was prepared to prove | 


the | 
The coal | 


The | 


The | 


result would then be that, as wages | 





Bill. 146 


,He has not expressed a single new 
opinion or argument. They have been 
repeated over and over again and 


pressed particularly on myself. 1 do 
not think that it can be said that 
my conduct in these debates has 


been characterised by impatience. The 
principle of the coal duty was discussed 
onthe Report of the resolution, again 
on the Second Reading of the Budget 
Bill, and again at great length on the 
coal duty clause in Committee on the 
Bill. Now the House is listening to a 
fourth discussion on precisely the same 
subject. I do not complain. I am not 
surprised that hon. Members opposed 
to the tax should think it necessary to 
make these continued protests. I have 
listened very carefully to these protests, 
but I have heard not one single argu- 
ment advanced this evening against the 
tax which I have not heard many times 
before. The most exaggerated state- 
ments have been repeated. The hon. 
Member thinks that the manufacture 
of patent fuel will be ruined. I have 
carefully investigated the matter, and 
have listened both in public and in pri- 
vate to statements on the subject, and I 
believe that the industry will under the 
Bill be just as able to compete with 
similar industries abroad as it has been 
in the past. The House has heard most 
doleful prophecies as to the effect of this 
duty from three gentlemen rejoicing in 
the same name—members, presumably, 
of the same clan—the hon. Members for 
Hull, Falkirk, and Durham. They 
belong to a powerful clan, but their 
arguments really answer one another. 
I have often heard while I was Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade the hon. 
Member for Hull represent his views on 
questions connected with shipping ; and 
I have rarely found the hon. Gentle- 
man in accordance with the general 
body of shipowners. Now the hon. 
Member asserts that the shipowning 
industry will be ruined, and he talks 
about ‘ draining the life-blood of the 
country.” It might have been supposed 
that a rapid increase in our export of 
coal is more a“ draining of the life-blood 
of the country” than the imposition 
of this tax. Then the hon. Member 
dwelt on the danger of American com- 
petition in the Mediterranean. Now, 
though we may see in the newspapers 
a great deal about what American 
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millionaires and trusts are going es je been so flourishing as those from 
do, those statements must be very|South Wales and certain North of 
largely discounted before they are be-| England coalfields, but it is for that 
lieved. As to the probability of any-| very reason that I accepted the Amend- 
thing like real American competition | ment exempting the cheaper class of coal 
with us in the Mediterranean and | in which Scotland is very much interested 
European markets for coal, the best |fromtheduty. The third member of the 
opinion of the trade is that in existing | clan, the hon. Member for Mid Durham, 
circumstances American competition is | believes that the tax will fall, not upon 
impracticable. The hon. Member gave! the shipowner or the coalowner, but 
it as a terrible fact that a contract for| upon the miner ; and that as the result 
100,000 tons of coal for Venice had been | of a shilling duty wages will be dimi- 
given to America. Last year equally | nished, men thrown out of employ- 
America supplied coal of a certain quality | ment, and whole villages ruined. The 
to Venice, and why should it not do so| statements which have been made 
again? No argument can be drawn| seem to me to be simply absurd when we 
irom single contracts as to the prosperity | look at the history of the growth of the 
or otherwise of the whole trade. The | export trade in coal, in spite of the enor- 
hon. Member for Hull believes that! mous fluctuations in the price of coal, 
the tax will be borne by the ship-|and in the cost of freight to foreign 
owner. The hon. Member for Falkirk | countries. I have been told in the course 
believes that it will be borne by the | of this debate by the hon. Member for 
coalowner. They cannot both be right.| Mid Durham that the coal duty was 
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*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk | ®" ill-considered measure, because after 
Burghs): I did not say it would be hearing many deputations and con- 


borne by the coalowner. | sidering many arguments put before me 

: by hon. Members in the House and in 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: If that is other ways, I made certain modifica- 
not the basis of the hon. Member’s argu- | tions in the duty, and with regard to 
ment, why does he oppose the tax? —__ existing contracts, which have been 
*Mr. JOHN WILSON : Because it will accepted with gratitude by those on 


: > rhos § 7 were made, but 
ruin the shipping trade of the country. be hose behalf they — ? 
, which I am afraid I must also say have 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That con- | only been made an excuse for asking for 

tention is scarcely consistent with the more. Hon. Members in effect say we 
hon. Member's attitude on former occa- | are obliged to you, but yet we will con- 
sions. The hon. Member has pointed tinue to oppose you unless you take 
with alarm to the decrease of the export this duty off altogether. 


of coal in June as compared with the Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I expressly 


same month last year. But no argu- 

ee , cs i . Gentleman that I 
ment as to the incidence or effect of the | told ne 2 pene sell 40 the tex, eel 
tax can be drawn from a mere compara- | W@S 2ltoget ner oppo # ate 


tive statement of the exports month by that I would reserve my right to continue 
month. No one can tell at present or for to oppose it. 

many months to come what the effect’ *Srz M. HICKS BEACH: All I have 
of this tax will be upon the coal industry to say in regard to the matter now 
or trade generally. The exports of is that, while I do not wish to com- 





British coal to Germany in June last 
were larger than those of June in last 
year ; and in May the total exports were 
very much larger than in May last year. 
*Mr. JOHN WILSON : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman not aware that the 


export from Scotland has largely de- 
creased during the last two months ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I admit 
that the exports from Scotland have 
Sir M. Hicks Beach, 


plain of the debates on this clause, if hon. 
Gentlemen were to talk for the rest of 
‘the session I would still adhere to it. It 
is impossible for me to satisfy hon. Mem- 
bers. I have never contended that the 
effect of this duty will be to prohibit or 
‘seriously to lessen the export of coal. I 
‘have said that it was not my desire to 
obtain revenue at the cost of our trade, 
and no argument which has been placed 
| before me, carefully as I have considered 
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them all, has led me to believe—that, of things. But even if it brought in 
the duty will have anything of the effect | £2,000,000, that would be no compensa- 
which hon. Members suggest. On one/|tion for the disturbance and injury it 
point I was satisfied that there might be | | will inflict. Another effect with which I 
danger, namely, with regard to the} would have some sympathy would 
cheapest kinds of coal. That I have en-|be if the tax would tend to delay or 
deavoured to meet, and, having done) retard the waste of some of that coal 
that, I commend the duty to the favour- | | which is admitted to be a monopoly— 
able consideration of the House, and! coal which is essential to ourselves, and 
I trust that, bearing in mind how! to foreign nations as well, for very 
thoroughly the whole subject has been | important purposes. If this tax restricts 
discussed, we may now come toa decision | the export of coal at all, that coal, of 
on the clause. | which we might wish to delay the rapid 
— , — | consumption, “will be coal the export of 
Aaty aides #4 ie ee which will be least affected. Theretore, 
have been used during this debate, and I a ng fail in ot — wes pes 
do not wish to repeat them We lave petit ject - . on ee re aarti 
had a great deal of debate on this subject, fret ata tage he a ais dae 
and it does seem to me that in the course | M b ah em “i : d “aPe 
of it there have been certain new argu- ee ee ee 
ments or new suggestions, and new ee he admitted oe 
developments of old arguments, which iy ee eee ang = wae 
possess a great deal of force. Grateful enrages ee. ee ee 
as we are to the Chancellor of the Ex- | CPPos¢ 1; but = would benefit that 
chequer for certain concessions, our — salen sesigy es en vnc teas 
objections to the tax have not diminished, — ae be eh seagiinggete— 
but have rather strengthened the more aes 2 # ee -itllonae ve 
the tax has been considered. The right ee — ee taane ee ae 
hon. Gentleman said that there had been | on pegs ens coupes ee he 
some exaggeration as to the probable ae ee on care <i rigger ae apse 
effect of this tax. If there has been pe perenne har reng egs i 
exaggeration it has not been confined to | would fall 5 the foreigner, but as regards 
is ibe of the Hotes: Win semen the remaining 25 per cent. some advan- 
exaggeration was the right hon. Gentle- po a ag oa and — 
man’s own statement in introducing the ite — is _ worsen serena sds | : 
tax. in which he exaggerated the benefits ee transterring money out of sae 
likely to accrue from it. The more we pockets. of one class ier: te Danone oe 
have heard of it the more it seems to me other cue That “i —— ” —— 
that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer SR OREN A: NN FO Se 
had realised how very small the revenue Other arguments have been used. 
would be. he would not have inflicted outside this House. For instance, the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies in a 
has arisen. The tax might have two speech outside this House, which has been 
objects which would justify a great deal dealt with with great force by the hon. 
of inconvenience, but it failed in both of Member for Mid Durham, made an 
them. It might have the prospect of attack on the colliery owners, and, 
large permanent gain to the revenue. What was far more important, gave 
It would fail in that. If might have | advice to the miners for the future. I 
; am afraid the right hon. Gentleman has 
i dian own uttered words which will never be for- 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: £2,000,000 | gotten in the trade, and never remem- 
a vear. | bered except for mischief. As _ to 
Siz EDWARD GREY: Not for the/|the incidence of this tax, the Chan- 
first year. - As far as we can forecast |Céllor of the Exchequer says that 
the course of trade for the next four or People differ. People always differ 
five years, it is likely that £2,000,000, | about the incidence of a new tax, 
even without exemptions, will be the | and it is very difficult to forecast it. 


maximum estimate in the present state | With regard to the incidence of this tax- 


upon the country the controversy which 


some effect—— 
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certain things are assured. Some of it, | this side of the House are convinced that 
I admit, will fall on the foreigner in the | our case against the tax is a good one. 
case of certain classes of coal. In so far| We shall watch in the years which are 

s the foreigner pays, I have no objection | near the return of the quantities of coal 
to raise, but even there the foreigner will exported from this country, the price of 
not be content to pay it quietly, and if | coal, and the rise and fall in miners’ 
he has to pay on coal he will get it back | wages ; and I trust, at any rate, that if 
on timber or something else he sends the Chancellor of the Exchequer is not 
to this country. We have not got to the | going to yield any more this year, he will 
end of the matter by proving that a/| keep an open mind ; that he will with us 
certain amount of the tax will come out | watch those things, and if they prove 
of the pockets of the foreigner. A certain | that our contentions are true—if we 
amount will also fall on the colliery | have depression of trade, and a reduction 
owners, the ship owners, and the exporters | in the quantity of coal exported—then [| 
under contracts which are not covered. | trust the right hon. Gentleman will be 
A very large amount will fall on those one of the first—and I think we may 
classes, especially at first. But the | expect it from the openness of mind 
tendency of the tax will be to sink lower that he has shown—to admit the force 
and lower, and the ultimate incidence of the facts. I am sure that if the right 
will be felt, I believe, by the miners.| hon. Gentleman admits hereafter the 
The colliery owners will suffer much force of the tax, and finds himself com- 
more at first. The men with long con- pelled to repeal it in future years, he will 
tracts will also suffer at first, but in find a good deal of compensation in the 
the future it is on the miner that the fact that the loss to the revenue will be so 
incidence of this tax will fall. _ small. 


Then we have been told by the Secretary *Sm CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 
for the Colonies that if the miners found (Hartlepool) said that on the first occargi 
that this tax was descending on them) on which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
they would be justified in using their’ had announced his intention of making 
funds for their protection—that is to that new departure he ventured to state 
say, the right hon. Gentleman invited that he was satisfied that the right hon. 
the miners to embark on an industrial! Gentleman had not given sufficient 
war. That is where the sting comes in attention or consideration to the matter. 
in the arguments used to support this tax. What had transpired since clearly 
There is one other person about whom | proved that if the right hon. Gentleman 
I am not sure, and that is the royalty had known as much of the matter then 
owner. The tax will fall on the persons as he did now he would not have included 
I have named, but the person about. jt in his Budget statement. Several hon. 
whom I am least certain that any part’ Members had spoken on the matter from 
of it will fall on is the royalty owner their own knowledge. They had had a 
Even from the point of view of the speech from the hon. Member for Hull, 
Government his existence might have a gentleman who possessed probably 
been remembered whn they were pro | more experience as a shipowner than any 
posing this tax. The Chancellor of the other gentleman in the country ; they 
Exchequer has told us that he will not give had had the views of the hon. Member 
up the tax or make any further conces- for Fife, who was a large colliery owner ; 
sions, and he deprecated being pressed and a very able speech from the hon. 
for any more concessions. As long as Member for Mid Durham with regard to 
we object to this tax we shall not confiine the tax. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
ourselves to asking for concessions this chequer in his speech made a reference 
year only; that demand will also be | to what took place when he was President 
made in subsequent years. I would ask of the Board of Trade, which would be in 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in all the recollection of the House. He had 
frankness, to watch very carefully what ; inquired of the hon. Member for Hull, 
the effect of this tax will be. After all the | and was informed that the hon. Member 
arguments which have been used, it is | did not remember one single occasion 
facts that will in the long run decide | which would justify the remarks of the 
-as,to who was right or wrong. We on right hon. Gentleman. He was afraid 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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that it was very difficult for hon. Mem-| possibility of American competition in 
bers to discuss the tax from a practical | the Mediterranean ports. It was claimed 
standpoint without bringing on them-|in America that coal could be carr ied 
selves therebukes of the right hon. Gentle- | from an American seaport to a Mediter- 
man. He would remind the right hon.| ranean port for 5s. or 6s. a ton; but 
Gentleman, however, and it was within | from a practical business point of view 
his own knowledge that when he was/|he did not regard that as possible. It 
President of the Board of Trade he never | should, however, be remembered that 
attempted to interfere with any particular | coal could now be produced in Alabama, 
trade without taking the gentlemen} Virginia, Pennsylvania, Illinois, and 
connected with it into his confidence. | other States at the pit’s mouth cheaper 
He fully recognised that when it was! than in England, but when the question 
proposed to introduce a tax it was | of an export was considered, the price at 
impossible to let the cat out of the bag ;| the point of consumption, not at the 
but yet a practical knowledge of the} point of production, should be taken 
effect of the tax on coal would have | into consideration. With reference to 
shown the right hon. Gentleman that | American coal, it should not be for- 
the Revenue could not possibly suffer by | gotten that the distance from the collieries 
disclosing his intention of taxing an/to the seaports varied from 220 to 410 
article which in consequence of its} miles. The determination of the American 
weight and bulk must go from the pit’s | people to enter into foreign competition 
mouth to the seaportdaily. | was, however, such that they had built 

On aprevious occasion when the tax was ; special cars for coal, carrying from forty 
discussed the President of the Board of | to fifty tons each, as against the three or 
Trade expressed surprise that shipowners | five ton cars used in England. The 
on that side of the House did not take | consequence was that, although the 
part in the discussion, and he said that | collieries were a considerable distance 
if the tax were injurious at all, it would from the seaports, coal was carried 
be injurious to shipowners. But why | to the sea at a cost of 4d. per ton per 
should the shipowners take any part| mile, whereas, in England it cost in 
in the discussion, if the foreigner were| many cases eight or nine times that. 
going to pay the tax? Shipping wasthe | Coal could be delivered at Philadephia, 
greatest industry that Great Britain | Baltimore, or Newport at 7s. 5d. per 
possessed, and the question of coal in}ton. The Americans had also coal 
connection with it was a very serious | steamers which carried very much larger 
one. Professor Jevons had stated that | cargoes of coal than English colliers. 
it was the Alpha and Omega of our! He claimed that America was producing 
trade. The question of foreign com-| more coal at present than England, and 
petition in coal divided itself into three | was increasing her facilities to such an 
parts. It had been admitted during the | extent that Americans were now capable 
debate that they had practically lost| of dealing with 175,000 tons per day, 
the trade in the ports east of Suez | and on that basis they would be able to 
owing to the development of coal in| export 50,000,000 tons as soon as they 
Bengal, Japan, and other places. There- | had sufficiently increased their mercan- 
fore they might dismiss that part of the | tile fleet. America was also determined 
trade from their consideration. Then| to compete with the only strong trade 
as to European countries, Germany, | left to England, namely, the shipping 
Sweden, France, Norway, and Russia, | trade. If the Bounty Bill, by which 
it was admitted that the competition | 9,000,000 dollars a year was to be given 
was very keen, but it was claimed that | to assist the American mercantile fleet, 
they could continue that trade even | became law, then the coal trade in the 
though their exports were taxed. Then | Mediterranean would be very seriously 
there was the trade with the Mediter- | interfered with indeed. He found that 
ranean ports. The Chancellor of the| American coal could be delivered at 
Exchequer disregarded altogether the | Mediterranean ports at 15s. 11d. a ton. 
question of American competition in that | The export of coal from America in 1885 
part of the world. Since the Budget | was 650,000 tons; in 1889 it was 
had been introduced, he had made it his | 2,854,000 tons; and last year it was 
business to look into the question of the! practically 8,000,000 tons; and it 
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would continue to increase. Then,again, 
it seemed to him that sufficient con- 
sideration had not been given to the 
question of bunkering British ships 
abroad. At Antwerp British ship- 


owners had the option of being supplied | 


with Belgian steam coal ; at Rotterdam 


and Amsterdam they had the option of | 


being supplied with Westphalian coal ; 
but at Naples, Genoa, and other Medi- 
terranean ports there was no option 
until recently, when American coal was 
imported. 
The hon. Member 
going to support the Bill because he 
believed the industries in which he was 
engaged would benefit by cheaper coal. 
Surely when these matters were discussed 


in the House of Commons a higher | 


standpoint than private gain should be 
taken ; but even looking at the matter 
from that point of view, he could not see 
how, if the Government put a duty on 
export coal, coal would be cheaper. 
Personally he should have thought it 
would have been much better to place a 
tax on all coal at the pits’ mouth through- 


out the country than to select particular | 


pits to be taxed. It appeared to him 
that in this matter the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer had been unable to keep his | 


eye off the Member for Chester-le-Street— 
that he had determined to tax him, and 


he had been unable to strike at the hon. | 


Member without striking many others. 


In his opinion this tax would strike a | 
serious blow at the mercantile fleet. He} 


remembered as a boy going down to the 
docks on north-east coast, which was ex- 
porting coal to America. He had seen the 
development of that trade, and he could 


trace the large shipyards that had been | 
built and the employment of so many | 
thousands of men as being clearly due to | 
the service cargo steamers, which was of | 


in itself directly traceable to the export 
of coal from that district. He could 
only hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
would not impose this as a permanent 
tax. 
long time to recover from its evil effects 
if the tax was only imposed for a year. 
*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire), who spoke 
amid continued cries of “ Divide,’ was 
understood to say that the right hon. 
Gentleman, not content with taxing the 
women and children in this country by 
Sir Christopher Furness, 
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for the Cocker- | 
mouth Division had stated that he was | 


He predicted that it would take a | 
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his duty on sugar, now proposed to 
| endeavour to get the foreigner to share 
our taxation. The right hon. Gentleman 
| had said that the foreigners would pay 
this tax, and if the foreigners did pay, 
well and good; but the question he 
| wanted answered was whether this was 
not the commencement of a new fiscal 
|policy. Either the idea of getting the 
foreigner to pay our taxes was sound 
or it was unsound. If sound, then 
the right hon. Gentleman was bound to 
| go on and tax hardware, textile fabrics, 
and all other articles which we were 
able to make cheaper than our neigh. 
bours, and ‘particularly those articles 
produced by the industries into which 
coal entered as a necessary article for the 
| production of the goods. Coal was not 
only exported in the form of coal, but to 
a certain extent in every article in which 
coal was used in the process of produc- 
tion, and the argument in favour of the 
export duty on coal would therefore 
apply equally in favour of an export 
duty upon everything else of the kind 
‘he had indicated. He asked there- 
fore, was this duty to stop at coal, 
or was it the commencement of a new 
| fiscal policy ? If, on the other hand, the 
idea that the foreigner could be got to 
share our taxation was unsound, the tax 
stood self-condemned, for it then meant 
|a tax upon industry. One argument in 
favour of the tax was that the export of 
/coal was a waste of the capital of the 
country. That argument was 300 years 
old, and was used by Queen Mary of Seot- 
land. who, however, took the right way, 
having regard to that view, to deal with 
the matter. She prohibited the export 
altogether. How did the Chancellor 
propose to deal with the matter? Even 
supposing that in exporting coal we were 
wasting the capital of the country, it 
was not the labourer who produced or 
the man who exported, but the man 
who sold the coal—the royalty owner— 
who should be taxed. If the fertile soil 
of the country were being sold, and we 
wished to stop the sale, we should 
| tax the person who was selling it, not the 
labourer who dug it, nor the contractor. 


j 


| It was true that on a rising market they 
' would obtain the 1s. a ton from the 
foreigner in the first instance, but the 


‘1s. thus obtained would, but for the tax, 


/have gone into the pocket of the 
‘labourer and coalowner. But if it be 











157 


true | 
this 

actua 
(alth 
them 
conve 
the ¢ 
the « 
hono 
ciden 
woul 
upon 
coalo 
this 
of 3s. 
woul 
far ai 
ot 2s 


mark 


Aclan 
Agg-G 
Arkw 
Arnol 
Arrol, 
Atkin 
Bagot 
Bailey 
Bain, 

Baird 
Baldw 
Balfot 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Bartle 
Bathu 
Beach 
Beach 
Becke 
Bhow 
Bigne 
Big we 
Bill, ¢ 
Blund 
Bousf 
Brodr 
Brook 
Bull, | 
Bulla 
Cautlhe 
Caven 








ew 
the 
to 
[ax 
int 
in 
ot 


ATS 
ot- 
LY, 
ith 
ort 
lor 


oil 
we 
iuld 


he 


ey 
he 
he 
1X, 
he 





157 Finance 


true that in a rising market we can get 
this tax from the foreigner without 
actually lowering the labourers’ wages 
(although at the expense of keeping 


them stationary) it is manifest that the | 


converse is true that in a falling market 
the collier and the coalowner must pay 
the duty. But let us suppose that 
honours are easy with regard to the in- 
cidence of the duty, and that the ls. a ton 
would be divided—one-third would fall 
upon the foreigner, one-third on the 
coalowner and one third on the collier, 
this meant that out of an average wage 
of 3s. 4d. a ton which the collier earned, he 
would have to pay 4d., which implied, so 
far as he was concerned, an income tax 
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| ately increased at a period when the un- 
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fortunate man could least afford it. 
Another point against the tax was that it 
was easily evaded. The right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed to exempt coal of a less 
price than 6s. a ton; and what was to 


| prevent somebody setting up a house on 


the opposite side under another name to 
which they might consign all their coal 
at a less price than 6s., and so evade the 
tax altogether. That in itself was an 
illustration of the difficulty of making 
this tax effectual, and he appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to pause before he 
embarked on so disastrous a fiscal policy. 


Question put. 








of 2s. in the pound ; 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hon.A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnG eraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour,MajK.R.(Christchurch 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W.W.B.(Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J (Birm. 


and on a falling 
market that amount would be proportion- | 154. 


AYES. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 


The House divided :—Ayes, 199 ; 
(Division List No. 323.) 


; Noes, 


Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


| Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
| Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 


Dewar,T.R.(T’rHaml’ts,S Geo. | 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt HonSirJ(M’nc’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Flower, Ernest 


| Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 


Garfit, William 


Godson,SirAugustus Frederick | 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon,J.(L’ndonderry,South | 


Gordon, Maj. Evan(T’rHamlets 


| Gore,Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Linc.) | 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon | 
| Goschen, Hn. George Joachim | 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Greene,SirE.W(B’rySEdm’nds 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, ‘Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn CharlesReady | 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Margqof (L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Hardy,Laurence(KentAshford 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge,Robe rtTrotter | 

| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. | 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Keswick, William 


Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, rig a is(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, W illiam Henry 

N icholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 


| Pease, HerbertPike(Darlington 
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Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh, | 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C .(Monro,Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 


Smith,H.C.(NorthmbT yneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hn.Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 


NOES, 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.HnHerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


| Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, C.E. H. (Bristol, E.) 


| Holland, William Henry 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


- Horniman, Frederick John 
| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a | 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morton, Edw. J. C.(Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth ,South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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| Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon.E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes-Fisher. 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick(Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T: (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (RoscommonN. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Pease,SirJosephW.(Durham) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmu‘nd (Dundee} 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants: 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,,J A (Glamorgan,G’ wer 
Trevelyan, Chas. Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North? 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) | 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) moved, in Clause 
3,page 2, to leave out “free on board ” 
and insert ‘‘at the colliery.”” He said 
that his proposal was that, instead of 
giving a rebate on coal at a price less than 
js, a ton f.o.b., the quality of the coal 
should be settled by its price at the pit’s 
mouth. Asmaller price would have to be 
taken at the port in order to allow for the 
railway rates from inland collieries, and 
he would recommend that 4s. 6d. should 
be taken as the price at the port. This 
he thought was a reasonable price to carry 
out what he believed to be the intention 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. As 
he understood, the right hon. Gentleman 
did not intend to charge this duty on in- 
ferior and small coal, which would be ex- 
posed to a very severe competition from 
fine coal, and he thought that purpose 
would be carried out more fairly, as _be- 
tween distant districts and districts 
near the port of embarkation, if the 
right hon. Gentleman made his exemp- 
tio on the price at the colliery instead 
of at the port. There was considerable 
difference in the railway rates, and if the 
exemption was given onthe price of coal 
at the ports, it would not give any benefit 
to inland collieries, between whom and 
Germany a considerable trade had sprung 
up. If the right hon. Gentleman could 
see Nis way to accept this suggestion he 
would advance the interests of a very 
considerable trade. If the right hon. 
Gentleman could not do it this year, he 
would appeal to him to consider this mat- 





ter, and see whether he could not do 
something in this direction next year. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 44, to leave out the words 
‘free on board,’ and insert the words ‘at the 
colliery,’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. Seely.) 

: et | 

Question proposed, “ That the words | 
‘free on board ’ stand part of the Bill.” | 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said there 
would be a great practical difficulty in 
the acceptance of this Amendment, 
because the moment of shipment was the 
moment when the coal came in touch 
with the Customs officers, by whom the 
duty must be levied. It followed there- 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| *Sir_ M. 


| culty in the way of doing so, and that the 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
John Wilson (Durham). 


fore that the tax should be levied at the 
price “free on board,’ because the 
Customs House officer would not be ac- 
quainted with the price at the pit’s 
mouth. It would be impossible to do 
what was desired—namely, to equalise 
the position of the different colliery 
districts in England and Scotland as to 
the cost of transport to the port of 
shipment. The effect of the Amendment 
would be to deprive those districts in 
which the railway rates were very low 
of part of the exemption which he had 
undertaken to give them. But he 
promised that he would watch the work- 
ing of this exemption very carefully, and 
if he saw any injustice he would try to 
remedy it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
I do not know whether the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will accept my Amend- 
ment on the Paper. He has exempted 
coal at 6s. a ton, and | asked him whether 
| he would not exempt coke made with that 
kind of coal. That class of coal when 
transformed into coke is represented 
by coke at about 11s. per ton, and I want 
to know whether he will exempt that. 
I am not sure whether coke would come 
under ‘manufactured fuel,” but it 
would be simpler to have it stated at a 
price f.o.b., and I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 1, after the last Amend- 
ment, to insert the words ‘and on any coke 
the value of which free on board is so proved 
not to exceed eleven shillings per ton.’ ”—(Mr. 
John Wilson, Durham Mid) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


HICKS BEACH: I ex- 
pressed my wish to deal with coke, if 
possible, in the manner stated by the 
hon. Member, but I think I said also 
that the price was the greatest diffi- 


great bulk of coke was made from coal 
of a far greater value than 6s. I agree 


F 
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with the hon. Member so far as to say 
that, if anything is to be done with coke, 
it must be done on the lines of his Amend- 
ment, but I do not feel able to accept 
the Amendment at present for two 
reasons. I have been quite unable to 
ascertain in the short time at my disposal, 
since 1 saw his proposal on the Paper, 
how much coke would be likely in an 
ordinary year to come under the exemp- 


tion, or how it would work. Further, 1} 


am advised that the export trade in coke 
of this quality is so very small that practi- 


. | 
cally the matter can hardly be said to be | 
of urgent importance, and that it might | 


fairly be allowed to rest until we can 


ascertain precisely how the matter stands. | 


I should be glad if the hon. Member 
would postpone the matter—I do not 
think any important interest would be 
materially affected—and then we shall 
be able to see exactly how the duty works 
in regard to coke. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: After the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentleman 
1 beg leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I desire to move the Amendment stand- 
ing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Merthyr in order to give an oppor- 
tunity to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to state to the House what 


the exemption of contracts. 
not touch the question of the date of 


the contracts ; that wi!l arise on the next | 


Amendment. What I am particularly 
anxious about is that the right hon. 
Gentleman should give some assurance 


that certain, at any rate, of the uncovered | 
contracts should also be allowed exemp- | 


tion. I understand that the present 
position of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is that bona fide covered con- 
tracts should in every case up to the 
date named be exempted from the tax; 
but with regard to uncovered contracts 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is un- 


willing to give any exemption except | 
in cases of special hardship. There are | 
a great many cases in which it was 


quite impossible for the merchant to 
cover all his contracts. In the 


of large sales abroad. He does not 


immediately buy against each of those | 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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are the | 
rules which he proposes to lay down in | 
This does | 


first | 
place a merchant may make a number | 
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sales at all ; he buys generally, and from 
a number of collieries. He could not in 
every case state exactly that a foreign 
contract is covered by a_ particular 
purchase which he had made. There. 
fore the first exemption one would 
ask for is, that where there have been 
sales abroad and general purchases at 
/home those general purchases should jn 
“every case be put to covering the 
foreign sales. The next point is that 
‘in the case of small coal it is quite im- 
possible for the merchant immediately 
to cover his contracts. When I say 
immediately I do not mean a question 
of a day or two. It is often a matter of 
months. A merchant has to go round 
picking up small coal as he can get it. 
Sometimes he may be able to get a large 
amount, while at other times he can get 
'only a small quantity—he must wait for 
it. Therefore not to allow the ex- 
emption on uncovered contracts in 
| respect of small coal would inflict a very 
great hardship on the merchant. There 
is also another difficulty. Prices go up 
in fine weather in south Wales when 
the miners are not working—or in the 
case of agricultural shows, or Eisteddfod, 
or other public amusements of that 
character. Then, also, some delay ought 
to be allowed to enable the merchant 
to cover his contracts at a reasonable 
price. There are also cases in which 
a merchant may be concerned in a 
colliery company. He does not in that 
case immediately cover his contracts, 
because he knows that he can always 
get his coal at the current price of the 
day. In all these cases uncovered con- 
tracts are not in any sense speculative 
transactions. A merchant must often 
sell before he has bought the coal, and 
it would be only reasonable that the 
same exemption should be given to 
uncovered as to covered contracts up 
to the end of the year. This is the only 
way in which I could bring the matter 
|forward, and I beg formally to move 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 3, line 4, to leave out the words 
‘may if they think fit in any case,’ and insert 
the word ‘shall,’ instead thereof?— Wr. 
M‘Kenna.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 
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'*Mr.* LAW (Glasgow, Blackfriars) :| that they are not perfectly legitimate ? 
I would not have taken any further part | What is their nature? A coal merchant 
in this discussion if I did not feel very | devotes his thought to the consideration 
strongly that in the case of the excep- | of the trade in which he is engaged, and, 
tion which the Chancellor of the Ex-| when he has done so, with an informed 
chequer proposes to make in the | judgment, he goes into the market and 
exemption from the tax he is doing | buys coal, not because he expects to sell 
ai great injustice. It means very it immediately to a particular customer, 
little to the Treasury, but it will inflict | but because he hopes later on, when the 
a considerable hardship upon individuals ; | rise which he expects has taken place, to 
and, so far as I understand the question, | make a profit out of the transaction. 
cannot be defended on any general Is not that perfectly legitimate? In the 








rinciples whatever. The ground upon | 
which the right hon. Gentleman exempted | 
contracts at all was simply that the coal 
tax was novel, that no amount of pru- 
dence or foresight would have enabled 
those interested to guard against it. 
If that is the principle, it applies to all 
bona fide contracts which have been 
made with the foreigner—just as much 
to contracts made by the coal merchants | 
as to contracts made directly by the coal | 
masters. As I understand it, the ground | 
on which the right hon. Gentleman | 
refuses to make exemptions in the | 
former class of contracts is that he con- | 
siders such transactions are gambling 
transactions—— 


| 
| 


“Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Not all of | 


them. 


*Mr. LAW: That they are illegitimate, 


earth. 


| than later on. 
is influenced by exactly the same con- 


same way the coal merchant, under 
exactly the same considerations, sells 
coal in advance because he thinks there is 
likely to be a fall m price, and he 
hopes later on to make a profit in that 


|way. Surely that transaction is per- 


fectly legitimate so long as it is not on a 
scale out of proportion to the merchant's 
capital—so long, that is, as he runs no 
risk of being unable to fulfil his obliga- 
tions. It will be said that such transac- 
tions are speculative. But all business is 
more or less speculative. The coal 
master who sells his coal for six or twelve 
months in advance is speculating; he 
cannot possibly know how much it will 
cost him to extract that coal from the 
He sells it because he thinks that 
by selling it now he will get a better price 
The coal merchant, who 


'siderations, and has exactly the same 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That they | 


are speculative. 


*\Mr. LAW: That they are speculative | 
transactions in regard to which the coal 
merchants should not be protected. It 
seems to me that this House has a perfect 
right to pass laws making it illegal to | 
sell particular commodities for future 
That has been attempted by | 


delivery. 
other countries, but never successfully ; 
but the House has no right to inflict 
hardship upon individuals for conducting 
their business in a way which is at least 
legal. On that ground of principle [| 
think all contracts made before the 
19th April should be exempted from the 
tax. The House of Commons, like other 
bodies, is not influenced solely by general 
principles ; it is influenced by sentiment, 
and I am afraid that even my right hon. 
friend is not entirely free from that 
influence. Let us, therefore, look at the 
matter from his own point of view. Are 
these transactions speculative in the sense | 





| question. 
/man first considered the question of 


| waived it. 


| knowledge to guide him, is punished, 


while the coal master is allowed to go 
free. That is most unfair, and it inflicts 
a great injustice on a particular class. 


| Everyone must recognise that one of the 
‘strongest qualities of the right hon. 


Gentleman is determination; we all 


{admire him for it, and we have never 


seen a better example of it than on this 
When the right hon. Gentle- 


exempting contracts, he said, “I will 
only exempt contracts where loss is 
proved.” On further consideration, how- 
ever, he thought that was unjust, and 
But here we have exactly 
the same principle in a_ modified, 
but far more unfair, form. As originally 
proposed, the coal masters would have 
had to pay their share, and they were 
much better able to pay it than the coal 
exporters. They made large profits from 
the high prices of coal in the last two 
years, while probably many—to my 
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certain knowledge some—coal exporters 
made a loss last year through selling in 
advance, and having to buy at the ex- 
orbitant prices then current. These 
men thought that this year they would 
get back some of the loss of last year, but 
now the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
steps in and says to them, “I am not 
going to tax the coal masters, because 
their way of doing business is perfectly 
legitimate ; but I am going to tax you, 
beeause I do not think you do your 
business in a legitimate way.” 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : 


*Mr. LAW: That may not be the right 
hon. Gentleman’s motive, but it is the 


No. no. 


effect. Coal exporters are a very poor 
class. There are rich firms engaged in 


the trade, but the majority of those 
engaged are poor men. There is no 
trade with which I am acquainted in 
which it is more difficult to make a 
living, and in which there is more 
competition. This class is poor, small, 


and uninfluential, and they have not | 


a single representative in this House. 
The coal masters, who are well repre- 
sented here, and who had made their 
views so distinctly felt, are most of them 
indifferent on this question. Why is 
that? Because, like my right hon. 
friend, they do not like the way in which 
these gentlemen conduct their business. 
But they dislike it on different grounds, 
not because they think it is an improper 
way of doing business, but because, 
like other people, they are influenced by 
self-interest, and they think that this 
selling in advance prevents them getting 
as high a price as they otherwise would 
obtain. They are, therefore, quite willing 
to see the coal exporter suffer. The very 
fact that this class is so uninfluential and 
defenceless is the greater reason why this 
House should be specially careful to see 
that no injustice is done. There is a 
remarkable anomaly in this matter. 
If a coal merchant had sold coal on the 
Ist January, and bought it on the 15th 
April, he would have been running this 
risk for three and a half months, would 
have made a good profit, and would not 
have had to pay the tax. But if a com- 


petitor had sold coal on the 10th April, 
and bought on the 10th May, he would 
have been speculating for a much shorter 
period, would not have made a profit, , 


Mr. Law. 
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and would have had to pay the tax. | 
shall be told that anomalies of this kind 
are inevitable when a new tax is imposed, 
There is something in that, but this 
anomaly is not due to that fact. The 
cause of the injustice is that the right 
hon. Gentleman has decided this matter 
in a purely arbitrary way, and without 
reference to any guiding principle what- 
ever. 

I have put the case as briefly and as 
clearly as I could. I have no personal 
interest in the subject ; I have taken it 
up reluctantly, because [ thought I under- 
stood the question and that a great in- 
justice was being done. I do not ask my 
right hon. friend to give any promise 
now, or to make any alteration in the Bill 
itself. It is simply a question of the in- 
terpretation of the Bill. But I do ask 
him again to give this matter his con- 
sideration, to look at it with the impar- 
tiality of a judge and without any refer- 
ence to moral considerations, which 
really have no bearing whatever on the 
question. If he will do that, and in so 
doing finds there is the slightest doubt 
as to the fairness of this niode of dealing 
with exemptions, I ask him to give these 
unfortunate men the benefit of the doubt. 
I ask him to do this because, although 
the amount gained to the country is 
small, the amount of loss and hardship 
to these men is very great, and will, | 
am informed, in some cases, be Just the 
difference between solvency and bank- 
ruptey. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: My hon. 
friend has pleaded his case with great 
ability, and I shall endeavour to show 
that, although I have some feeling as to 
the nature of these contracts, my pro- 
posed method of dealing with them is not 
so harsh as the hon. Member supposes, 
and is guided by a_ reasonable con- 
sideration of the facts. When this ques- 
tion of exempting contracts was first 
brought before me, this case was put to 
me. The middle-man—the class for 
whom my hon. friend is pleading—con- 
tracts with the colliery owner for the 
purchase of coal. He at the same time, 
or before, or shortly afterwards, sells the 
coal he has agreed to buy to a_ foreign 
purchaser. He is therefore bound on 
both sides ; he is bound by the price he 
has to pay the colliery owner, and by the 
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price the foreign purchaser has agreed 
to pay him. The margin between the 
two prices is apt to be very small—some- 
times no more than 4d. per ton. It was 
pointed out to me that it would be a very 
grave hardship on the part of the State 
to exact a duty of 1s. per ton from such a 


contractor, seeing that he could not have | 


anticipated such a tax, and that his profit 
on the contract could be no more than 
perhaps 4d. per ton. I therefore agreed 
to exempt to a certain date what are 
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of coal at the full market rate of that 
time, but he must have got a high price. 
He waits to purchase, we will say, until 
now, or until January, February, or 
March, with a falling market all the 
time. If a person made a contract last 
October for a year’s delivery of coal in 
instalments up to next October, he might 
now be buying coal at from 9s. to 5s. per 
ton cheaper, according to the different 
kinds, than he could have bought it last 
October, and he would have been coining 





called covered ‘‘ contracts ’’—that ° is, 
contracts for sale covered by contracts 
for purchase. By that exemption I have 
deprived the Revenue of more than 
£650,000 this year. I think my hon. 
friend, therefore, will admit that, as far | 
as the Revenue is concerned, I have not 
been illiberal in the matter. But now 
my hon. friend asks me to go further, 
and to extend the exemption to the 
middle-man’s contracts for sale to pur- 
chasers abroad, which are not covered by 
contracts for the purchase of coal here— 
cases, in fact, where a person has sold coal 
which he has not got, and which, there- 
fore, he can only speculate as to his power 
to deliver. Those are speculative con- 
tracts pure and simple. I am not saying 
that they are illegitimate or wrong ; all 
Isay is that they are speculative. | 
What is the speculation? It is not | 
a question of a difference of 4d. per | 
ton, as in the case of covered contracts. | 
The person making such a contract does 
so in the hope that he may be able to buy | 
at a much lower price than that for which | 
he has contracted to sell, and he de- 
liberately postpones covering his contract | 
in that hope. I should say that a very | 
small proportion of the ordinary f.o.b. | 
and c.f.i. contracts are uncovered. | 





*Mr. LAW: Is not that a reason for not | 
pressing this ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I mean| 
cases where the contract for sale| 
has been of a definite quantity at 
a fixed price. What happens in such 
a case as this, where the contract for 
sale is not covered? We have seen 
a falling market for the last year. Take 
a contract for sale made a year ago, when 
prices were at their maximum, or even 
as lately as last October, when also prices 
were very high. I do not say that the 
contractor for sale to a foreign pur- 
chaser got a contract for a year’s delivery 





| individual 





money out of his speculation. What 
claim has such a person for exemption ? 
None at all. I have declined, and I must 
decline, to give it. I must decline to 
treat contracts which are uncovered on 
the same footing as contracts which are 
covered, for the reason that those who 
make them have speculated on risks 
far larger than the 1s. duty, and 
must have succeeded in many cases. 
But that is not all. There is 
another class of contracts which I 
have described as gambling contracts— 
contracts in which a person not possessing 


-any coal deliberately undertakes to sell 


an indefinite quantity of coal for a year, 
or perhaps longer, at a certain price to a 
purchaser abroad. The purchaser abroad 
under such a contract may take as much 
coal as he likes. Supposing prices rise, 
where is the man who has made the con- 
tract? He is half ruined. He has to 
supply an indefinite quantity of coal— 


|any quantity that may be demanded of 


him by the purchaser abroad—at a price 
which perhaps is many shillings a ton 
less than he has to pay for it. That is a 
pure gambling transaction, which ought 
not to be exempted at all, and I do not 
propose that it should be. But this 
much [ will undertake to do in answer 
to the hon. Member for North Mon- 
mouth. I shall carefully consider all 
cases, such as the _ hon. 
Member has referred to — ordinary 
f.o.b. and e¢.f.i. contracts for a definite 
quantity at a definite price which are 
not covered—in which there appears to 
be any real hardship. There may be 
cases in which there are elements of 
harshness. Take such a case as this, a 
case in which a man made a contract for 
saleon April 18. Of course, | should be 
willing to make some allowance of time 
to enable him to cover it. Take another 
vase. Supposing that, although a man 
has contracted to sell a certain amount 
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of coal, he cannot show that that certain 
amount is covered by a particular buying 
contract, but still he has the coal. If 
he has the coal, of course that would be 
taken into consideration. And there may 
be other cases. Hon. Members have no 
idea how various these cases are. I can 
assure them that I should consider all 
these cases in the spirit I have indicated 
to the House, and | hope hon. Members 
will feel that I am prepared to meet 
them wherever possible. 


Sirk JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) : I have always done 
my best in the course of my business 
experience to thwart those gentlemen 
who speculate in coal, and I assure the 
House that they have not much sym- 
pathy from me. I cannot, however. 
take quite the same view as the right 
hon. Gentleman upon this point. If the 
right hon. Gentleman is going to exempt 
all contracts for exported coal up to the 
end of the year, 1 cannot see how, in 
reason or justice, he can consistently 
refuse to exempt those contracts which 
have been not covered. In this case the 
coal has been sold for export and the 
contractors have become liable for duty, 
and I fail entirely to see how the right 
hon. Gentleman can refuse to give to 
them what he has given to the con- 
tractors who have covered. It is an in- 
justice not to treat those who have not 
covered in the same way as those who, 
have covered their contracts. The 
middleman who desires to sell coal abroad 
sends out his agent, and very often the} 
coal is bought beforehand. Supposing | 
the coal was bought before the 18th of 
April, and he came back a month after- 
wards, he would feel very hardly dealt | 
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Gentleman with regard to the position 
of these contracts, and there was a meet- 
ing on the 3rd of May between the 
exporters and the Board of Customs, 
Many gentlemen whose contracts were 
not covered have been under the impres- 
sion that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer did not intend to reserve un- 
covered contracts; they have tele- 
graphed to customers abroad that all 
contracts would be exempted, and the 
customers abroad will hold them to that 
position. I am afraid that unless the 
right hon. Gentleman meets the demands 
which are put forward upon this subject 
those gentlemen will be obliged to bear 
the burden of the tax themselves, because 
there is no chance of getting it from the 
foreigner. Having had access to the 
contracts, the right hon. Gentleman may 
say that there are cases where they have 
made large profits. I am not going to 
deal with that question, because profit 
and loss should not enter into the matter 
at all. I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman understands where this pro- 
posal will lead him to. It would be much 
wiser and more just to deal with all 
contracts alike, making no reservations 
of this kind. I know that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer is fair-minded, 
and he is anxious to deal with this ques- 
tion in a just and proper manner. I 
take a wider view, and I say that in my 


‘opinion all contracts entered into before 


the 19th of April ought to be exempted, 
for unless that is done, it gives this tax 
a retrospective operation which has 
never existed with regard to any tax 
before. Upon these grounds, I do hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will consider 





with if the right hon. Gentleman refused! what we have said upon this point, and 
to exempt him under those conditions. I} I trust he will see his way to put all 
have been annoyed myself when I have | contracts on the same footing and thus 
given a quotation for a contract in a Temove this injustice. 

falling market, when the man has not} Mr. M‘KENNA: After the | state 
actually bought his coal for three or| ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
four months, and he has been able to I beg leave to withdraw my Amendment. 
purchase on better terms. I think the Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


right hon. Gentleman is losing sight of | 
what is the real position to take up inj} Mr. M‘KENNA moved an Amend- 


this matter. I cannot think that he is! ment for the purpose of extending the 
wise in exercising his discretion in this; discretion of the Treasury as to the 
way. Ifa man is entitled toexemption,| exemption of contracts beyond Ist 
I fail to see why he is not entitled to it] January, 1902, and making that dis- 
even if his contracts are not covered. I| cretion unlimited. The Chancellor of 
have been informed that there have been | the Exchequer had admitted that, in the 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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ease of covered contracts, there’ was a | had declared that this was not to be a tax 
reasonable claim for exemption from the} on labour. He should say, therefore, 
duty. What reason could be urged for | that all existing covered contracts must 
limiting the date to the end of this year ?) be exempted. With regard to the future 
He knew that the Chancellor of the|the Chancellor of the Exchequer held 
Exchequer had a rooted objection to that the duty would not fall upon this 
speculation in business, and it might be| country but upon the foreigner. While 
said that contracts for a longer period | disagreeing with the right hon. Gentle- 
were of a speculative character. He man on that point he admitted that it 
suspected that might be the objection | was a question for argument, debate, and 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, but dispute. But upon existing covered 
certainly, so far as south Wales was contracts beyond the end of the year 
concerned, that argument had no validity. there could be no doubt that the duty 
In south Wales there was the system must fall upon the colliery proprietor or 
of the sliding scale. If the price of coal exporter, and if, as the Bill now stood, 
went up, wages went up, and if the price it was allowed to fall on the colliery pro- 
went down, wages went down. The rise prietor it must fall as to two-thirds on the 
and fall were quite automatic. Thecol- wages of the miner. Therefore, in order 
liery proprietor who had sold for a_ to carry out the intention of the Govern- 
longer time than the end of the year ment with regard to this tax, the Chan- 
had not made a speculative sale at all. cellor of the Exchequer was bound to 
If the price of coal went up he wouid make no distinction as to the duty on 
make less on the individual contract, covered contracts. There was another 
hut that would be recouped from the | reason why the right hon. Gentleman 
fact that on other contracts he would should accept the Amendment. He 
sell at the higher price. The real ques- had down on the Paper an Amendment 
tion behind this point, to his mind, was to carry out a distinct and definite pledge, 
the effect the tax would have upon which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
labour. gave. that, if a form of words could be 
: found which could carry out more 
Attention called to the fact that forty appropriately the principle contained in 
Members were not present. House Section 20 of the Customs Consolidation 
counted, and forty Members being found Act, he would accept those words. Sec- 
preveny— tion 20 of the Customs Consolidation Act 
Mr. M‘KENNA (continuing) said it W®, incorporated in the schedule re- 
had been asserted by the Chancellor of fetring to the cdal duty when the Finance 
the Exchequer and other Members of Bill was originally introduced, but it was 
the Government that the tax would not Struck out as a consequence of an Amend- 
and should not affect wages. If this ment moved by the hon. Member for 
Amendment was not accepted what West Islington. 
Foun be the effect of the tax so far 88/ *si, M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
Bill now stood the duty on existing con- a ee 
tracts beyond the end of the year one ee 
be put upon oe acliney- are ce pee them. He did not think he had given a 
it would be held that it should come off pledge as to the acceptance of the prin- 
"he ; : : ciple of Section 20 of the Customs Con- 
the selling price of the coal, which was). )idati 
; ‘ solidation Act. 
entered for the audit which took place 
every two months, and which settled) Mr. M‘KENNA said he did not say 
the scale of wages. Therefore any duty that. He begged the Chancellors’ pardon 
on existing contracts which could not be if he had misunderstood him. When 
recovered from the foreigner, and which Section 20 of the Customs Consolidation 
fell upon the colliery owner, must directly Act was dropped out of the schedule the 
affect wages. It reduced the selling right hon. Gentleman agreed that if more 
price of the coal for audit, and on account | appropriate words could be introduced 
of the fall in the selling price there would | into the schedule he would accept those 
be a reduction made on the miners’ words. He submitted that the words 
wages. The Chancellor of the Exchequer of the Amendment were sufficient and 
and other Members of the Government | appropriate. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said the hon. 


Member’s remarks were not relevant to 
the Amendment now under considera- 
tion. 


Mr. M’KENNA said he only referred 
to the other Amendment because the 
Amendment he was now moving, if 
accepted, would render it quite un- 
necessary to move the Amendment on 
the schedule. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to remove all difficulties, dis- 
putes, and discussions by accepting the 
Amendment which was at present under 
discussion. There could be no question 
in principle why in the case of bona fide 
covered contracts any distinction should 
be ‘made between 31st December, 1901, 
and any period subsequent to that date. 
He knew a case where an exporter had 
sold for a period of three years 250,000 
tons of coal under a covering contract, 
which gave him a profit of 14d. per ton 
How could such a man pay a duty of 1s. 
per ton? It would cause him a loss of 
£10,000 or £12,000 on this single con- 
tract. He would not mention the name 
of the gentleman, but he believed he was 
correct in saying that the sum which the 
tax collector would compel him to pay 
was altogether beyond his means of 
meeting. He submitted there was no 
possible answer to the claim that such 
contracts should be exempted from the 
tax. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 5, to leave out the words 
‘before the first day of January nineteen 
hundred and two.’ ”—(Mr. M‘Kenna.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
* before the first day of ’ stand part of the 


Bill.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: When this 
matter was first brought under my 
notice the date which I subsequently 
adopted, Ist January, 1902, was the 
latest date suggested by those who argued 
the question on behalf of the exporters. 
It was because the customer abroad did 
not come under British law, and because 
Section 20 of the Customs Consolidation 
Act was not applicable to him, that the 
exemption was granted at all. I had 
great hesitation in adopting so forward 
a date. It seems to me a concession of 
great magnitude, because it will cost the 
Revenue more than £650,000—perhaps 
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£700,000—this year. It is, therefore, 
in comparison with the amount of the 
tax, a much greater concession than that 
which was given by Sir Robert Peel in 
1842, when he allowed no more than four 
months to elapse from the date of the 
passing of his resolution till his tax came 
into effect. I have in this clause pro- 
posed to allow something like eight 
months. That seems to me to be quite 
as far as we ought to go, and I will tell the 
hon. Member why. He does not name 
any date at all. He limits his proposal 
no doubt to covered contracts, and | can 
conceive that there may be cases of hard- 
ship coming under covered contracts, 
but I do not think we ought to 
allow what the proposal of the hon. 
Member would do—namely, to permit 
the colliery owner who has contracted 
to sell his own coal for three years to 
escape free from the duty all that time, 
long after the coal produced by everybody 
else in the country had to pay the tax. 
The proposal would act unfairly, for the 
great bulk of long contracts were made 
with colliery owners rather than with 
merchants. I admit that the colliery 
owners may have to bear some part of 
the tax, but then they can well afford 
it. JI am not prepared to accept the 
Amendment. 








| *Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said _ the 
right hon. Gentleman had hardly grasped 
at least from the point of view of those in 
the trade, the force of the observations 
made by the hon. Member for North 
Monmouth. At Swansea there were 
middlemen who were carrying on busi- 
ness, but not in the speculative sense, such 
as might be described as gambling in 
futures. They had certain relations 
with shipowners and with the coal- 
owners in Monmouthshire, and they had 
friends abroad. Now, if they had made 
contracts last January or October with 
two or three colliers with whom they had 
relations, and if they had made other 
contracts which only covered half the 
whole amount they had contracted to 
supply to the Mediterranean ports, they 
might be ruined unless their contracts 
understood that 





| 
| 


| were exempted. He 


‘the Chancellor of the Exchequer stood 
‘firm about the question of covered and 
uncovered contracts, and that the right 
j hon. Gentleman adhered to the exact 
| 
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the whole matter by exempting all 


177 Finance 
terms of the clause in the Bill as now | 
amended, | 


| 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes. | 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: But with | 


the addition that when they came to| 
executive action the right hon. Gentle- | 
man was going to give favourable con- 
sideration to any case in which it was 
made clear that it was not a gambling 
transaction ? 


| 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have said | 
| was prepared to consider cases in which 
there would be great hardship. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said if they 
were going to trust the Treasury at all 
to exercise discretion, let them trust the | 
Treasury absolutely. If the Customs 
authorities said that a certain case was a 
case for remission, how was that to be 
dealt with? Were they going to call 
evidence and hear counsel? 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH : No. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said the right 


hon. Gentleman was afraid to hear 
counsel and have the matter argued 
out soundly. He had not heard one 
single word that would stand the test of 
any logical analysis in answer to the 
proposition of his hon. friend, 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that in 
addition to middlemen who made con- 
tracts for export abroad, the Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer ought to consider the 
case of the colliery owners who had been 
in the habit of making direct contracts 
abroad for certain fixed periods. These 
contracts might be for one or two 
years, and the custom was to renew them 
irom time to time over many years. 
Only in that way had the colliery owners 
a hope of getting a fairly reasonable 
average price owing to the fluctuations 
in the market. Contracts were in exist- 
ence on the 19th April for delivery at the 
end of June next year, and also for the 
whole of next year ; and it seemed only 
fair and reasonable that in the case of 
these bona fide contracts, entered into 
without the slightest idea that an export 
duty would be imposed, there should be 
no time limit. It would remove compli- 
cations, hardships, and a great deal of 
the sense of injustice if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer could see his way to settle | 


{11 Juty 1901} 


‘of justice to reconsider his 
| Parliament had always recognised that it 
was unfair to put a tax on a contract 
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bona fide contracts for export entered 
into before 19th April last. The loss to 
the Exchequer would not be of a very 
serious character, and it would really 
allay a great deal of feeling against the 
tax. 

Sir JAMES JOICEY said he appealed 
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'to the right hon. Gentleman not on 


grounds of generosity, but on grounds 
decision. 


of this kind unless there was some 
method of charging the Customs dues 
on the consumer. He could not under- 
stand how the right hon. Gentleman 
could exempt one contract without 
exempting all contracts. Surely the 
colliery owner was as much entitled to 
justice as any one else ; and he maintained 
that the position in which the right hon. 
Gentleman had placed himself, was that 
he was not prepared to give justice in the 
case of particular contracts. This duty 
would fall heavily on a few individuals. 
He admitted that the bulkof the contracts 
had been made with the colliery owners 
direct, but there were others which had 
been made by merchants, and he knew 
of cases where serious injustice would Le 
inflicted. He maintained that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had no 
right to have the discretion of saying 
that he would exempt certain contracts 
and not others. By adopting such a 
course the House would be creating 
a precedent which he felt sure they 
would regret hereafter. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question now is whether there should 
be a fixed date for exemption. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said he felt sure, 
that, when the whole facts of the case 
came to be known in the districts which 
dealt with these matters, a strong sense 
of injustice would rankle in the mind 
of every man who understood the 
business. Undoubtedly this was a most 
unjust impost. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire. Mid.) said he desired to enforce 
the arguments used by his hon. friend 
the Member for North Monmouth. The 
effect of the Amendment was to shut out 
entirely from the discretion of the Treas- 
ury exemption in cases of hardship after 
the lst January, 1902. The answer of 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
that they must draw the line somewhere. 
After all they only asked for the appli- 
cation of the ordinary equitable principle 
of taxation, that the burden should 
fall equally on all. Surely it was not 
unreasonable that the Treasury should 
have the same discretion in regard to 
contracts after Ist January as up to that 
date. Was it fair that one man, because 
he entered into an ordinary 
contract before the imposition of this 
tax was dreamt of, should, by its opera- 
tion, lose £10,000 and be driven into 


{COMMONS} 


business | 
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Mr. SEELY ‘said that, although he 


‘saw the point which induced the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer to fix a date for 
exemption, he thought the right hon, 
Gentleman had fixed it a little too early, 
He put it to the right hon. Gentleman 
that a year’s contract was a reasonable 
one, and contracts for such a period were 
not speculative, but made on purely 
business lines. 


Question put. 
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Mr. M‘Kenna 
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*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said the object of the Amendment he 
now moved was to extend to the end of 
the financial year the exemption of the 
duty. The right hon. Gentleman had 
been good enough in Committee to 
extend the date of the exemption up to 
the 31st of December, and his object 
in so doing was that all contracts entered 
into for the year should be exempt. 
But the right hon. Gentleman was per- 
haps not aware when he made that 
concession that it was the practice of the 
trade in cases where balances were 
left over—where the contract had not 
been taken in the period arranged—to 
still carry out the contracts as if the coal 
had been delivered in contract time. 
There was another point to be considered. | 


‘In almost all contracts entered into 
there was what was known as a strike 
clause under which in case of a lock out, 
strike, or dispute at the collieries, the 
period of the contract was extended for 
the period during which the stoppage 
took place. It was for those reasons 
that he asked for the extension of the 
exemption to the end of the financial 
year. He did not think it would have 
much effect upon the revenue if his 
Amendment were accepted, whereas, 
if it were not, it would inflict great 
hardship in some cases. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 5, to leave out the word 
‘January, and insert the word ‘ April,’ instead 
thereof.” —(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That 
January stand part of the Bill.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think, 
so far as I can tell offhand, the quantity 
of coal affected by the Amendment 
of the hon. Member is 1,500,000 tons. 
But I cannot accept his Amendment. 
I do not think it would be reasonable 


to grant exemption to coal owners | 


after the date of the 31st of December. 
If there were a case of a middleman who 
had made a cover contract, and who 
might suffer serious loss through the 
cover contract not being carried out, 
the House would have an opportunity 
of having it brought before them, and 
it might then be considered. At present 
I could not accept the Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS said 
that all that was asked for in the Amend- 
ment he rose to move was that the coal 
in the bunkers for consumption on the 
outward and homeward voyage should 
be free fromthe duty. It was an Amend- 
ment which the right hon. Gentleman 
would see the reasonableness of, and he 
hoped be ready to accept. Assuming 
that a steamer was leaving a British port 
with a mixed cargo for Spainor Italy, or 
some other foreign port, from which 
they wished to bring a cargo in return of 
iron ore or some other raw material, 
it would be the general custom to place 
on board that ship a sufficient amount of 
bunker coal to steam the vessel out and 
home. If the 1s. a ton was put on the 
coal to be used for the homeward voyage 
it must be placed upon the cost of the raw 
material, and to that extent the price 
of the raw material would be increased. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 8, after the word ‘coal’ to 
insert the words ‘required for consumption 
and use during the outward and homeward 
voyage.’ ”’—(Sir Christopher Furness.) 

Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The practice 
of the Customs at present is to allow 
what I understand the hon. Member 
desires to effect by this Amendment, but 
it has to be subject to precautions against 
the landing of bunker coal or its trans- 
ference to another ship. The whole 
matter is governed by regulations which 
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lines than in this. 
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the word | are administered by the Customs, and 


which have a material bearing on one 
another, and I do not think it would-be 
well to insert this particular regulation 


into the section which gives general 
powers. I think it might lead to diff. 


culties in the interpretation of the law, 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES, in moving 
to leave out the sub-section which 
included culm, coke, and manufactured 
fuel in the definition of “coal,” said 
that he objected to the extension given 
to the meaning of the term coal. He 
had on previous occasions given his 
reasons for that objection, and he 
proposed now to divide the House unless 
he obtained from the right hon. Gentle- 
man an assurance which would satisfy 
him upon the matter. Why should 
culm be included! The definition of 
culm was that it was an impure shaley 


kind of coal. Why should a duty be 


imposed upon that? What revenue 
would the right hon. Gentleman 


derive from a ls. duty upon such an 
article?) Again, nobody would deny that 
coke was a manufactured article, but how 
much was exported? Was it worth 
while to extend the meaning of the word 
coal to coke? As to cinders, his know- 
ledge was of a purely domestic character, 
but he would ask the same question 
with regard to cinders. Then he came 
to the most important item, “* manufac- 
tured fuel,” the manufacture of which 
was a really important industry. In 
the year 1899 the average sale price of 
manufactured fuel was i0s. 6d. ; in that 
year the margin of profit, after the cost 
of manufacture. was only 63d. a ton. 
If the right hon. Gentleman insisted 
upon this manufactured fuel being put 
under the obligation of paying the tax, 
he would enforce serious loss on the trade, 
and the result would be that, while patent 
fuel would still be required by France, 
which was the greatest consumer, the 
small coal now used in its manufacture at 
Swansea and the neighbourhood would 
be shipped to Dieppe, where the manu- 
facture would be carried on instead 
of in this country, and in all probability 
the manufacturers of this country would 
transfer their capital to another where 
the taxation was imposed on wiser 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 15, to leave out Sub-clause 
(5) of Clause 3.”—(Mr. Brynmor Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘For the purposes of this Act “coal” 
includes culm, coke,’ stand part of the 


Bill.” 
*Si M. HICKS BEACH said it ap- 


peared to him that the hon. and learned 
Member had patent fuel on the brain. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: I resent 
that. 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH said if the 


hon. Member resented that he withdrew 
it, but he had heard rather too much 
of patent fuel. As the hon. Gentleman 
said, culm was an article composed of 
coal dust and clay, and very little of 
that article was exported, but there 
was another kind of culm than that 
to which the hon. Member referred, 
a great deal of which was exported 
from this country ; most of it would be 
under the value of 6s., but some of it 
was of a higher class. Culm last year 
went up to 12s. a ton, and therefore 
ought to be classed as coal. Then came 
coke and cinders. Cinders were ex- 
ported at 18s. 6d. to 16s. 9d., and 
mantifactured fuel was exported last 
year at 24s. per ton. For these reasons 
they had been included in the clause. 


He did not think the hon. Member 
need fear the danger to the manu- 


factured fuel industry which he antici- 
pated. Under Clause 7 pitch used in 
the manufacture of patent fuel would 


not be taxed at all. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES pointed out 
that that would be a very small conces- 


sion if the value of coal used in the manu- | 
facture of patent fuel happened to be! 
‘fuel, and that whenever the coal in- 


above 6s. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that the 
value of a good deal of coal used for 
making patent fuel was below 6s. He 
had cases where 70 per cent. of the coal 
was below that value, and that would 
be exempted from duty. If it was above 
the value of 6s. it would not be exempted. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES asked where 
the price of 31s. was obtained ; he knew 
of no such price. 
ordinary price was about 14s. 10d. 
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He was informed the | 
= a great deal of expensive plant for 


Bill. 186 


hon. Member's pardon; I am wrong; 
it is 24s. 6d. 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS said that that 
was the particular point upon which he 
had risen to correct the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who, although he had_ been 
assiduous in getting up his facts, rarely 
addressed the House without exposing 
his lack of knowledge of the subject 
with what he was dealing. When the 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken of the 
price of patent fuel as being higher than 
that of the best coal he had talked 
nonsense. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
the figures of patent fuel. The only 
mistake he had made was that he had 
misquoted the price and had given the 
price of coke instead of patent fuel. The 
price of coke went up to 31s., and patent 
fuel to 24s. 6d. It the hon. Gentleman 
had had to go through this matter as he 
had, no doubt he might have made 
some mistakes. 


*Mr.. D. A. THOMAS thought that 
had he been in the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s place there would have been no 
coal duty. He knew of no culm being 
exported from Cardiff, and he could not 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman or 
thank him greatly for the concession he 
had made, which was very meagre. With 
regard to patent fuel, he hoped his hon. 
friend would withdraw the Amendment, 
because the concessions the right hon. 
Gentleman had made left the relative 
positions in this country and abroad very 
much as they were before the duty was 
imposed. He understood that the conces- 
sions the right hon. Gentleman had 
made were that he proposed to exempt 
pitch used in the manufacture of patent 


gredient was below 6s. a ton, patent fuel 
would be exempt from duty; 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES asked leave 
to withdraw the Amendment. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 


said they had a large industry in Scotland 


‘ which had arisen out of the manufacture 


of this class of coal, which was called 
there “dross.”” They had succeeded, 
after ten years trial and the institution 
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screening this * 
permanent market for this fuel in Ger- 
many and other parts, but owing to their | 
having to pay 2s. 6d. a ton carriage to 
the port of embarkation, it could not be 
exported at 6s. a ton, and therefore would 
not get the rebate which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had conceded. He 
asked that the industry of 
should, therefore, be put on a level with 
that of Wales. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man insisted upon the Is. a ton upon 
this fuel he would check a large growing 
industry in Scotland, and the result 
would be, as in the case of Wales, this 
‘dross ’’ would be sent out of the country 
and the industry carried on elsewhere. 
He would ask the right hon. Gentleman’s 
favourable consideration of this matter. 
It was a most ee demand, and 
if the right hon. Gentleman did not | 
concede it he would cause a great deal 
of dissatisfaction in Scotland, where a 
great loss of wages would result, and 
where a large amount of capital would be 
compelled to remain idle. 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH said that what | 
the hon. Gentleman was speaking of was | 


simply screened coal and nothing else. 
He was asking him to exempt coal which 
was now of the value of 8s. 6d. a ton, 
screened out of dross. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON said it was not 
a ease of screening only, but washing and 
screening, and taking the shale and dirt 
out of the dross. 


Mr. DAVID MacIVER appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
could not see his way to make this conces- 
sion with regard to manufactured fuel. 
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dross,” in forming a large | 


Scotland | 





Bill, 188 


There was no question in this case of 
taxing the foreigner ; it was a question 
of taxing a manufactured article, and 
therefore it seemed to him that it might 
be left out of the Bill; otherwise they 
would be taxing one of their own in- 
dustries. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) dis. 
‘claimed any intention to add to the 
embarrassment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in this matter, because he had shown 
a desire to meet everybody fairly ; but 
he wished to point out that this matter 
deserved a little more consideration than 
the right hon. Gentleman could be 
expected to give at present. He thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman might 
reserve to himself the right to give con 
sideration to this particular matter, and 
if it was necessary make a reduction in 
|the price of 6s. Two items had been 
referred to where 6s. was not the cost 
of the raw material, but of a manu- 
| factured article, with regard to which 
/an exhaustive process had to be gone 
| through before it was given the price 
value. It was obvious that where the 
price of a raw material was 6s. and the 
price of a manufactured article was 
Gs. they were two different things. He 
should have thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would, in a case of this kind, 
have reserved his right to look more 
fully into the matter from that particular 
point of view. “ ~ Re BNF 4 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
I should do that. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Avyes, 211 
125. (Division List No. 325.) 


| 


Certainly, 


; Noes, 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Crean and Mr. Tully. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Shaw, Thomas 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON, in moving 
an Amendment standing in the name of 
the hon. Member for South Shields, said 
that its object was to deal with questions 
where royalty rates were paid by coal 
owners upon a sliding scale. The 
Amendment merely provided that where 
coalowners exported coal at a price inclu- 
sive of the export duty, they should be 
entitled to deduct the 1s. tax, which they 
had parted with to the revenue for the 
purpose of arriving at the actual price 
received for the coal, upon which the 
royalty rate payable should be based. 
This provision was to make clear beyond 
all doubt that the coal owner should not 
have to pay ls. tax and an extra royalty 
upon that shilling tax. All this was so 
desirable and equitable that it did not 
require any prolonged argument. 


Amendment proposed— 


any case where the person paving the duty 
shall be the tenant of the mines from which the 


coal shall have been produced, subject to the | 


pavment of a rent or royalty, varying with the 
selling price of such coal, and the coal shall 
have been sold at a price inclusive of the duty, 
then the amount of such duty so paid shall be 
deducted in ascertaining the amount of such 


selling price for the purpose of determining the | 
amount of the said rent or royalty.”’—(Mr. | 


Joseph Walton.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words | 


be there added.”’ 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: So far as [| 
understand it, all that this Amendment | 
proposes to do is that where the royalty | 


(Hawick B.) 


consists of a variable amount depend- 
ing upon the price of coal, and the 
colliery owner exporting the coal con- 
tracts with the foreign purchaser 
that he, the colliery owner, shall pay 
the duty as part of the price, then 
the duty should not be calculated 
as part of the price which goes into 
the pocket of the colliery owner for 
the purpose of determining the amount 
of royalty he should pay. I think that 
is a fair proposal, and I see no reason for 
objecting to it. I may say that I have 
done what I could in the short time at 
my disposal since I saw the Amend- 


/ment on the Paper to communicate with 


the best authorities on the subject, and 
I am advised by them that the Amend- 
ment may safely be accepted. 

*Mr. D. A. THOMAS regretted that 


the right hon. Gentleman had been in 


, ; ’ ‘such a hurry to accept the Amendment. 
“In page 3, line 16, at end, to add, ‘ (6) In | < . I : 


as it really opened up a very much 
larger question, and would form a 
dangerous precedent to deducting the 
duty under the sliding scale that regu- 
lated wages in South Wales, and in that 
case labour as well as the royalty owner 
would have to bear a portion of the tax. 
The Government had repeatedly stated 
that under no circumstances were the 
workmen to bear any portion of this 
tax, and therefore the right hon, 
Gentleman should be very careful in 
accepting any such Amendment. 
CoLtonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) having made two or three remarks 
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which were inaudible in the Press 


(rallery, 


sin JAMES JOICEY pointed out that | 


in the North of England and in.other 
parts of the country there were a large 
number of leases the rents of which 
were fixed according to a sliding scale 
based on the price f.o.b. The Amend- 
ment simply provided that the export 
duty should not be added to the f.o.b. 
price. If that were not done, the 1s. would 
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should give the House some guidance in 


| the matter. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) moved to omit the word ** tobacco ”’ 
from line 17, clause 4. Having already 
fully stated his reasons in Committee, he 
did not desire to repeat them, and he 
would content himself by taking a 
division on the matter. 


be added to the f.o.b. price, and the 


royalty owner would practically get an 
increase of his royalty rent. 


Mr. T. 


M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 


Amendment proposed—- 


“Tn page 3, line 17, to leave out the word 


that this matter seemed not to touch 


the revenue at all, but to be simply a 
matter of principle between the royalty 
In view of the 
conflicting statements which had been 
made he thought the Attorney General | 54. 


owner and the tenant. 
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‘tobacco.’ ”—(Mr. William Redmond). 


Question put, “ That the word ‘ to- 
bacco stand part of the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 280 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 326) 
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0’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Q’Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
0’Shee, James John 


Reddy, M. 


Roche, John 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) moved an Amend- 
ment to Clause 6, the net effect of 
which he said would be to increase the 
percentage of moisture allowed in the 
manufacture of tobacco from 30 to 32 
per cent. Previous to 1898 the per- 
centage allowed was 35, and it was then 
reduced to 30. That 30 per cent. was 
not all added moisture, as there was 
14 per cent. of natural moisture in the 
leaf tobacco. The manufacturers, how- 
ever, could not work up to the full 
limit of the percentage, as the moisture 
could not be equally distributed ; they 
had to be prepared for an inspector 
pouncing upon them, and if in any part 
of the tobacco more than 30 per cent. 
of moisture was found they were liable 
to heavy penalties. They had, therefore, 
to work up to about 28 per cent. only. 
This fact, taken in connection with the 
alteration in the scale of duty, put the 
trade in a worse position to the extent 
of a penny per pound than they were in 
before 1898. The intention of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was doubtless 
that they should be in the same position 
as before, but that result had not been 
obtained. Experience had shown that 
under these conditions the trade could 
not produce a proper article for the price. 
The retail price of the commoner kinds 
of tobacco had been fixed by long usage 
at 3d. per ounce, but owing to the circum- 
stances to which he referred it was 
impossible to produce a proper article 
to sell at that price. He had in his 
hand memorials signed by 123 firms, 
representing the entire trade over the 
whole of the United Kingdom, setting 


forth these facts for the consideration 


of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
That was the opinion of the trade, and 


this Amendment expressed that opinion. 


In his view it would be a reasonable 
alteration to make in the scale, and the 
effect of the Amendment would be to 
restore the manufacturers to the position 


‘they were in in the year 1898, and it 
would also make it better.for the public 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 


Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


at large by giving them a better article 
at the same price. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 3, line 24, after the word ‘one,’ 
to insert the words ‘During the continuance 
of the siad additional duty on tobacco, section 
two of The Finance Act, 1898, shall be read as 
if thirty-two per centum were substituted for 
thirty per centum.”’—(Mr. Charles M‘Arthur.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that 
surely they ought to have had a serious 
Amendment of this character upon the 
Committee stage. At first blush it 
seemed to him to be an Amendment 
entirely in favour of the manufacturers, 
and he thought it would be a very con- 
siderable disadvantage to the consumer. 
The manufacturer would be able to put 
more water into his tobacco, and if 
anybody lost by that it would be the 
consumer. It was highly inconvenient 
to bring forward an Amendment of 
this kind upon the Report stage, for 
it was never referred to in Committee, 
and they were now only hearing one 
side of the question. He hoped that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would not 
accept the Amendment unless he was 
able to give some very strong reasons 
for doing so. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman before he accepts this 
Amendment will consider it very carefully. 
If it is accepted it will effect a very con- 
siderable alteration in the tobacco trade. 
I do not know enough about the techni- 
calities of the trade to say whether this 
Amendment is a good one or not, but it 
is very inconvenient that this Amend- 
ment should be introduced on the 
Report stage, and also without appearing 
on the Paper at all. If the right hon. 
Gentleman finds that there is some 
justice in the Amendment, perhaps next 
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year it would be advisable for him to 
consider the question upon its merits. 
I enter my protest against an Amend- 
ment of this kind being introduced upon 
the Report stage, and without being 
printed, for the Report stage is usually 
devoted to the consideration of matters 
which are unimportant and not contro- 
versial. I never heard before of a 
substantial Amendment of this kind 
being introduced upon the Report stage. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is not my 
hon. friend's fault that he finds himself 
in a position in which he is not able to 
give the usual notice of his Amendment. 
I think, however, that there is much force 
in the remarks of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down, and also in the 
objections of the hon. Member below 
the gangway. Under these circumstances 
I think it would be the best course if my 
hon. friend will not press his Amend- 
ment now. 


Mr. CHARLES M'ARTHUR: I beg 
leave to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave; withdrawn. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) moved 
to leave out Clause 6, as a protest against 
the duty upon Irish whisky. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
no concessions at all in response to the 
appeals made to him from the Irish 


Benches. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 7, to leave out Clause 6.”— 
(Mr. O’Mara.} 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.”’ 


Mr. FLYNN said the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was well aware of their views 
with regard to the tax upon spirits. It 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 209 


was well known that they would never 
get anything from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer unless they kept pegging 
away. They were being taxed upon 
spirits out of all proportion to the value 
of the article. During a recent debate 
he had proved that spirits in Ireland 
were taxed to the extent of between 
two-thirds and three-fourths of the 
entire value of the article, while beer 
was only taxed to the extent of between 
one-fifth and one-sixth. Under these 
circumstances they had no alternative 
but to move the rejection of the clause. 
It was a matter of common knowledge 
that this enormous duty upon spirits 
placed a new, fiery, and immature spirit 
on the market, because it would take a 
large quantity of water, and there was 
a temptation to keep whisky under 
twelve months in bond, which was most 
deleterious to the consumer and profit- 
able to the distiller. Whisky which was 
properly distilled from good malt was a 
wholesome beverage, but its production 
and sale were being severely crushed by 
this heavy tax. Within the last half 
century the tax on whisky had increased 
by some 400 per cent., and he protested 
against this tax upon whisky as being 
most excessive and burdensome. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8S.) said it was 
evidently the idea of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that beer and spirits should 
be taxed out of existence, although they 
were the national drinks of this country 
before foreign beverages were intro- 
duced. When the people in olden times 
used to live on beer and spirits and 
home-made bread they were a far better 
race of people than the race which 
existed at the present time, which was 
being fed on tea from China and food 
supplies from other parts of the world. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 273 ; Noes, 
55. (Division List No. 327.) 
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Maleolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumtfrieshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J. (Walthm’w 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 
Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Co]. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Norton, Capt. William Cecil 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratelitf, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
%emnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S.Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chasl homson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Capt.J.E.B.(IsleofWight 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,CaptJohn( Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, AbelH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(N orth’ mb.Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskir k 
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Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset ) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, I. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 


Finance 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 


Dillon, John 
Doogan, PG: 
Duffy, William J. 


Ffrench, Peter 





{COMMONS} 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks, 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

W ortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEsS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White,Patrick (Meath, ‘North 





Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 





O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor.James(Wicklow,W.) Sir 


TELLERS FOR THE NOogES.— 
Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


At that time the income tax stood at 7d., 


Gilhooly, James O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

Hammond, John | O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Other Amendments made on Clause 

]2— 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
KE.) moved the Amendment of which he 
had given notice. 
a moderate relief to all the smaller classes 
of income-tax payers, who, it seemed to 
him, had a claim on the attention of the 
House, as well as those other classes 
whose interests had been so strongly and 
reasonably advocated in the course of 
the debate upon the coal and the sugar 


taxes. In 1894, in his Budget speech, 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth put the reasons 


for the present Amendment in the 
strongest possible way. He then said— 
“T have always felt, and it is a universal 
sentiment, that if the income tax is to be main- 
tained at a high figure, and the present rate of 
expenditure holds out little hope of reduction, 
we should make some attempt to adjust its 
pressure so as to make it less intolerable to 
those who are less able to bear it. Everybody 


His desire was to give 


' and was increased to &d., 


| going to ls. 4d. 


and out of the 
yield of that extra penny no less than 
£840,000 were given back to the smaller 
income-tax payers in the extension 
of the abatements. The principle 

abatements was further extended in 
1898 by the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, so that this was no 
new principle. The principle had al 
ready been twice adopted by the House, 
and it was the only method by which 
relief could be given to this particular 
class. But when the remissions to which 
he’had referred were made, the tax stood 
at only 7d. or 8d., whereas it had now 
reached 1s. 2d., with a possibility of it 
or even ls. 6d., anda 
certainty that it would remain for a 
number of years at this high rate. If 
therefore the arguments held good when 


'the tax stood at the lower figure, they 


must agree that the pressure of theincome tax | 


is most severe upon the class of men of | 
-means and very moderate incomes.’ 


were greatly strengthened now that the 
tax was nearly twice the amount. Every 
penny added to the income tax meant 
a greater pressure on the small man, 
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and a relatively increasing pressure on | present moment he trusted that he would 
orks.) the small man as compared with the! consider his suggestions favourably in 
Bath) wealthier taxpayers. He admitted that | the coming session. 
tuart. it was impossible to arrive at any equit- 
able and exact adjustment of the burdens) Amendment proposed— 
of taxation, but the further graduations | ; js 
. “““ » & nea © ey ts nd 7 
rge of incomes which he now proposed would In page 6, line 31, after the word ‘two 
; . See | pence,’ to insert the words— 
afford a fair opportunity of giving some ; eae : 
eh sitet  Tinabiblnes gen aeons (2) Any individual who having been 
Geese sma — TUDICES §=GOMCG  CIAASO? | assessed oF charged to income tax or having 
and of small income-tax payers had benefited | paid income tax either by deduction or other- 
to some extent by the great expenditure shag — — apy rare Se mene 
‘ sae 4 ape eam 3 | by the Income Tax Acts that his total income 
™ ramps ek with the war, but at the from all sources, although exceeding two 
sume time they had to meet heavy expen- | hundred pounds, does not exceed eight 
diture in other directions, and in a short | hundred and seventy-five pounds, shall be en- 
time their position would be as disas- titled to relief from income tax equal— 
.) trous as that of others. For ordinary cases (a) if ood ec peg an not —— five 
. : a Soe — ees ms undred pounds, to the amount of income 
sme ofessional ¢ i go ‘ 
of small professional and trading incomes tax aque 00 inmalived pomide 5 and 
dependent upon personal effort, and en- wie : lanngs® 
a al ae cad died a (b) if his total income exceeds five hundred 
durance of health and mental powers, pounds and does not exceed six hundred 
the sudden and vast increase had become and twenty-five pounds, to the amount of 
a tremendous burden. The increase fell po! a _ one hundred and 
° . eignty pounds ; an 
rford) on these small incomes under £1,000 a enty P viii F 
e) year in almost geometric proportion as| (©) his total income exceeds six hundred 
’ ad wk th ak ‘an and twenty-five pounds and does not 
compared with the ellect on large exceed seven hundred and fifty pounds, to 
incomes. Then, again, there were a the amount of the income tax upon one 
vast number of persons with small in- hundred and fifty pounds ; and 
Torth) comes—ladies, retired officers, profes- (4) if his total income exceeds seven hundred 
sional men, and others—for whom a and fifty pounds and does not exceed eight 
OES.— stg : z : hundred and seventy-five pounds, to the 
> and feeling of consideration ought to be amount of income tax upon eighty-seven 
shown, and the Chancellor of the Ex- pounds ; 
heauer. by accentine this Ame : 2 . ; 
chequer, by bite; this Amendment, and such relief shall be given either by reduc- 
would be doing to them a just and kindly | tion of the assessment or by repayment of the 
t 7d.. action. The change would not be of an excess which has been paid, or by both of those 
. . lt ¢ as a Os , ira?” . Y 
vf the 9 exceedingly costly character. The altera- es as the case may require.’ ”—( Mr. Chan- 
; eo é . ning. 
than tions of 1894, which were of a much more J 
naller extensive nature, cost £840,000, but ' ; op 
nsion those of 1898 cost the revenue only Question a hat those words 
le of £100,000. He did not adopt the theory be there inserted. 
din that people should be taxed according | 
tf the to their opinions. Some of his hon. *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: When. this 
no triends were anxious to tax everyone clause was in Committee we discussed 
d at ff who had expressed opinions in favour fully the proposals made by the hon. 
ouse, § of the war. Such opinions, however, | Member for East Northamptonshire, and I 
vhich had nothing whatever to do with the) expressed my views upon thegeneral ques- 
cular question of taxation. If the burdens of tion, and I will not repeat them to-night. 
vhich ff the country increased, it was the duty I find it quite impossible to attempt any 
stood of the House to consider the incidence of | dealing with the income tax in this direc 
now ff taxation absolutely on its merits, and to tion in the present year. It may be 
of it § have a considerate regard for those on | that in future consideration would have to 
und a whom the taxation fell with the greatest be given to the position of the poorer 
‘or a § severity. He had not the official figures | persons who were subject to the income 
lf before him as to the loss which the | tax, but I do not care to enter into that 
when | Revenue would sustain by the abatements matter to-night. There is, however, one 
they § hesuggested. He hoped the Chancellor) point in the proposed Amendment 
t the § ofthe Exchequer would be able to regard | which I trust the House of Commons 
jvery § thesuggestions he had made with favour. | will never agree to. The hon. Member 
reant ff If the right hon. Gentleman was unable | proposes to extend the limit of total 
man, ff to do anything in this direction at the} exemption from £160 to £200. If | 
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had my way I would much sooner lower 
the limit of exemption than increase it, 
for taxation is far harder on the persons 
who are just above the limit than upon 
those who are just below it. The hon. 
Member proposes to raise the amount of 
abatement upon smaller incomes by 
twenty-five per cent. throughout until 
he reaches £870. I can only say in 
regard to this proposal that I do not | least give them some indication that he 
think the hon. Member has worked out a| would take into account an increase in 
scheme which is even theoretically perfect, | the income tax. As regarded abate- 
and I cannot agree to the Amendment. | ments. he did not think the hon. Member 
| had gone far enough. It was much to 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I do not | be regretted that the Chancellor of the 
intend to discuss the general question, Exchequer had not promised to do some 
which was fully considered in Committee, | thing in this direction, if not this year 
but I think this proposal is one simply | at any rate in future years. The income 
to extend the principle of abatements, | taX Was a great burden upon smal! 


given the matter any consideration that 
it is the small class of income-tax payers 
who suffer the most. I agree with what 
the Chancellor has said in regard to the 
extension of the limit of exemption. 


Mr. FLYNN thought that if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer could not 
accept this Amendment he might at 














which this House has on many oceasions 
original abatement 
was allowed upon incomes of £100 and 


The 


assented to. 


£150. 


incomes of £700, and it is perfectly clear | 
that there is no reason why the incomes | Incomes. 





| traders and struggling, professional men, 
who had to maintain their families and 
keep up a good appearance, and if the 
But that has been extended to| income tax was increased it would be 
|intolerable to those people with small 
If his hon. friend went to a 


of £700 should be assisted, while larger | division he should support his Amend 


amounts have to pay the full tax. 


Upon | ment. 


the general principle of abatements I | 


with my hon. 


agree 


friend. As a 


general principle, [ am in favour of 


the increase 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, GeorgeM.( Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Claney, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SamuelT.(Glamergan) , 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


of these abatements, be- 
cause it appears to anybody who has 


184. 


AYES. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col..John P.(Galway.N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 90 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 328.) 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’ Brien, Kendal Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary. N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mare, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


' O’Shee, James John 


Pease, J. A. (Saflron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Tully, Jasper 








209 
Weir, 
Whit 
Whit 





Aclan 
Age-( 
Ansol 
Arkw 
Arnol 
Arrol 
Ashtc 
Atkin 
Bagot 
Bailey 
Bain, 

Balfot 
Baliou 
Balfot 
Balfour 
Banbt 
Bathu 
Beach 
Beach 
Bigno 
Blund 
Bosea’ 
Brass¢ 
Brodr 
Bull, ' 
Butch 


Carlile 
Cautle 
Caven 
Caven 
Cayze! 
Cecil, 
Cecil, 
Cham 
Cham! 
Chapn 
Charr 
Chure 
Collin, 
Colsto; 
Compt 
Corbet 
Cox, Li 
Cranb 
Crossle 
Dalry: 
Davies 
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909 Finane: 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) * 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arroll Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manc’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj. K. R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.W.W.B.(Hants.) 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Atbole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigar.) 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gallow yay, William J ohnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn . 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | TetLerS FoR THE AyEs—Mr. 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) | Channing and Mr. Edward 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersf’d) Morton. 


NOES. 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) Parkes, Ebenezer 
Gordon,MajEvans.(T’rH’mlets | Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Gore,Hn.G.R.COrmsby-(Salop | Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby- (Lince.) | Pemberton, John S. G. 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Goulding, Edward Alfred | Plummer, Walter R. 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Grenfell, William Henry Purvis, Robert 

Greville, Hon. Ronald Randles, John S. 

Groves, James Grimble | Rateliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, F. | Seueik titans 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | Russell, T. W. 


ee Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Joicey, Sir James Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh. | Seton-Karr, Henry 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. | Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Keswick, William | Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Knowles, Lees | Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. | Smith, HC(Northumb.,Tynesd 
Lawson, John Grant Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) ; Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Spear, John Ward 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Stanley,Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk 
Leveson Gower,Frederick N.S | Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) | Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) | | Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Lowe e, Francis William | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | Stock, James Henry 
Lucas,Reginald J. (Portsm’th) | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred | Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) | 
MCalmont,CoL H.L.B.{Cambs, | Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Vv iscount — 


M‘Killop James( Stirlingshire) 
¥ | Warde, Colonel C. E 
Majendie, James A. E | Warr, Augustus Fradeeteh 


Maclver, avid (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 


| ena Soe Webb, Colonel Wiliiam George 


Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire | ,,, : eget 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | i Bruce C. V a 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | \'0® Sir John Archibald 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow | hye ee A” 980," 4 Bath 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. | | wo “l gs - “CB . (Bat 
Morrell, George Herbert terse a gm . Stuart- 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | wn gree = — 
Morrison, James Archibald | we wt bara ag . 
Mount, William Arthur yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Murray,Rt.HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | 
Parker, Gilbert 





TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 
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Mr. OMARA moved to omit Clause 
14. He believed that the suspension of 
the Sinking Fund was little short of a 
national calamity. When a_ similar 
Amendment was moved on a previous 
oceasion the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said that Consols fell in value 
for two reasons. One was that all other 
securities had also fallen in value. That, 
however, was not the case, because a 
reference to the financial columns of any 
newspaper would have shown that 
American railway securities, for instance, 
had not fallen in value, and that the 
securities of such doubtful States as 
Brazil, the Argentine, and others had 
actually risen. The French and English 
securities had not fallen to any such 
extent as English Consols. That was a 
very important thing to Ireland, because 
when the Irish land question came to be 
settled next year the value of Consols 
would have a great deal to do with it. 
It.made the settlement of the land ques- 
tion much more difficult if Consols were 
at 80 instead of at 114. The Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer had said that the fall 
in Consols was due to the fact that the 
public had begun to appreciate that they 
would only pay 24 per cent. interest. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer showed 
a very poor appreciation of those who 
invested in Consols. The real reason 
for the fall was because the suspension 
of the Sinking Fund had depreciated 
the price of Consols. By suspending the 
Sinking Fund the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had departed from a_well- 
established practice. During the French 
war at the beginning of the century 
whilst this country was piling up hun- 
dreds of millions of debt the Sinking 
Fund was kept in constant operation 
for thirty-five years. During the Cri- 
mean War the Sinking Fund was sus- 
pended for only two years. He could 
not understand how it was that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had de- 
parted from the traditional methods of 
finance in this country in time of war. 
It was stated the other night that it was 
a fallacy not to suspend the Sinking 
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Fund whilst the country was borrowing 
money. All he had to ask in regard to 
this fallacy was that it had been tried 
successfully for thirty-five years. While 
the Chancellor was borrowing the opera. 
tion of the Sinking Fund was of momen- 
tous importance, because it showed that 
the country was prepared to meet its 
indebtedness. If the Sinking Fund had 
not been suspended it would have added 
greatly to the credit of this country, 
and it would have produced a feeling of 
security in the public mind, and it 
would have prevented Consols falling to 
their present low price. He _ trusted 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would put the Sinking Fund into opera- 
tion again as soon as possible. 





Amendment proposed- - 


“In page 7, line 24, to leave out Clause 14.” 
(Mr. O’ Mara.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 


*Sik M. HICKS BEACH : When the 
subject was considered in the Committee 
stage of the Bill the hon. Member oppo- 
site addressed the Committee at con- 
siderable length upon this question, and 
he used precisely the same arguments 
as he has placed before the House to 
night. Those hon. Members who sit 
below the gangway have confined their 
objections at this stage to my proposals in 
very short speeches and to divisions. 
| hope, therefore, that we shall not now 
be asked to debate this matter again, 
and I| trust that if hon. Members opposite 
object to the suspension of the Sinking 
Fund they will content themselves by 
allowing us now to proceed to a division. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 
68. (Division List No. 329.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope — | 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir Williain 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
sagot.Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 


Bain, Col. James Robert 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manceh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
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Balfour, Maj KR(Christchurch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Bb. 
Beach,RtHn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Carlile, William Waiter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon, Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crossley, Sir Savile 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doringtun, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 


Edwards, Frank 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8S. W. 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, HnGRCOrmsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby- (Line. | 
Goschen, Hon. George J. | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,SirEW( Bry SEdm’nds | 
Groves, James Grimble | 


Hain, Edward 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 


Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) 
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Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x. 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Jas.(Staffords., N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightsd. 
Hoult, Joseph 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
50.2 aca W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Lawson, John Grant 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.{ Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W.( Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B(Cambs 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morgan,Hn. Fred(Monmth’sh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, Janes ‘Archibald 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 


Newdigate, Francis Alex. 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
NOES. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 


Caldwell, James 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 
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Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 

Ridley, 8S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
tound, James 

Russell, T. W. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Capt. J. E. B. (lof Wight) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, A belH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.,Tynes. 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 


Warde, Col. C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. 8S. (Yorks, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 











215 Adjournment of 
Duffy, William J. Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Murnaghan, George 


Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Murphy, J. 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


{COMMONS} 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


the House. 216 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


teddy, M. 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Dayid Brynmor(Swan’sa 
Jones, William (Carnarvons.) | 
Joyce, Michael 


O’Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 


Lambert, George 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Mr. M‘KENNA said he desired to 
move the Amendment of which he had 
given notice in an altered form in order 
to meet the views of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. Through the addition 
of the last proviso the Amendment did 
not go quite so far as he would have 
wished, but at that late hour of the sitting 
he would not detain the House by going 
further into the matter. 
formally to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 16, to add the words, ‘6. 
In the event of coal duty being paid bya 
colliery proprietor upon coal sold by him free 
on board to a purchaser in pursuance of a con- 
tract made before the nineteenth day of April, 
nineteen hundred and one, the seller may, in 
the absence of agreement to the contrary, 
recover as an addition to the contract price of 
the coal a sum equal to the amount of duty so 
paid, unless the purchaser shows that the coal 
has been applied for the purpose of fulfilling a 
contract made by him before the nineteenth 
day of April, nineteen hundred and one, for the 


sale of the coal at a specified price.’”—Mr. | 


M‘ Kenna. 


(Juestion proposed, “That those 


words be there inserted.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am quite | 


prepared to accept the Amendment in 
this form. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
the objections which at an earlier stage 
he had urged against the whole of the 
fourth schedule had not been met. The 


schedule incorporated clauses of an Act 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


He begged | 


Thomas, Davil A. (Merthyr) 
Tully, Jasper 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


of Parliament obviously ‘directed to the 
question of import duties, whereas the 
House was now dealing with export 
duties. The right hon. Gentleman very 
fairly said that if he (the hon. Member) 
would bring up certain words in regard 
to the clauses in question he would con- 
sider them. The matter, however, had 
been so hurriedly pushed forward that 
he had had really no opportunity for 


| consideration. At that late hour he 
could only enter his protest against the 
manner in which this schedule was 


being rushed through by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. As he had already 
pointed out, the schedule gave the Trea- 
sury power to say that no coal should be 
exported from Leith or Port Talbot, 
under Section 16 of the Customs Con- 
solidation Act, 1876. The  responsi- 
bility. however, was not his, but the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH said _ the 
clauses were perfectly capable of 
being worked. In fact. they were 


being worked at the present moment. 
As the hon. Member knew, the export 
from Neath or Port Talbot had not been 
stopped, and was not likely to be. 


Amendment agreed to, 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after 
One of the clock. 
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LORDS. 
Friday, 12th July, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Viscount Cromer took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 

. from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 


Member 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension). 

And the Certificate that the Standing 


> 


Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :— 


by the 


Derby Corporation. 


The same ordered to lie on the Table. 


eneticates Tevision 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 

: Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
“ pliance with the Standing Orders re- 
* ferred to the Standing Orders Committee 
on Friday next. 


eck 


erent of 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


§ METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 


IPTC 





; NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 

~ METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 

~ Reported from the Select Committee, 
: with Amendments. 


. LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
‘ WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
* RAILWAYS) BILL. 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments. 
BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 

BIL 


Reported with Amendments. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


feport of His Majesty’s Attorney | 
General received, and ordered to lie on | 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 


the Table. 


VOL. XCVII. 
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SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Moved, That the order made on the 


| 21st day of March last, “‘ That no Private 


Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thurs- 
day, the 27th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2%; agreed to; Bill read 2% accord- 
ingly and committed ; the Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL 
[H. L. ]. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 
YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 

Read 3% with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 


[HLL]. 

teturned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments; the said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


STROUD GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 
RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 
HEALTH BILL. 
STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND 

ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 
STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCES- 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT- 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 


LL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 


I 
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posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; viz.— 

E. Munster, 

L. Saltoun, 

L. Ribblesdale (chairman), 

L. Headley, 

L. Tredegar ; 
agreed to ; and the said Lords. appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 
be heard as desired, as also counsel for 


the Bills. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS AND GENERAL) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H#.1.). 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

under the Private Legislation Procedure 


al 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow 
Corporation (Tramways and General), 
was presented by the Lord Balfour ; 
read 1¢; to be printed ; and (pursuant to 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to 
have been read 2%, and reported from the 
Committee. (No. 163.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 5 (1901). 
Convention between the United King- 
dom and the United States of America 
for the mutual extradition of fugitive 
criminals, signed at Washington, 13th 
December, 1900 (ratifications exchanged 
at Washington, 22nd April, 1901). 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT MESSRS. 
KY NOCH’S FACTORY, WORSBOROUGH 
DALE, NEAR BARNSLEY). 

Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, by Captain J. H. 
Thomson, His Majesty’s Chiet Inspector 
of Explosives, on the circumstances at- 
tending an explosion which occurred in 
the cartridge press house at the factory of 
Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at Wors- 
borough Dale, near Barnsley. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
SURREY). 

Order made by the county council for 

the eounty of Surrey, altering the parlia- 
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mentary polling place for Nutfield polling 
district. Laid before the House (pur. 
snant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


REGISTRATION 

[H.L. ]. 

A Bill for the registration of plumbers. 
Was presented by the Lord Glenesk: 
read 1%; to be printed; and to be read 
2¢on Thursday next. (No. 161.) 


PLUMBERS BILL 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL [t.1.}, 

A Bill for codifying the law relating to 
marine insurance. Was presented by the 
Lord Chancellor; read 14; and to be 
printed. (No. 162.) 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
Witnesses ordered to attend and to 
produce documents. 


NAVAL RESERVE ESTABLISHMENT, 

*LorD BRASSEY : My Lords, in calling 
attention to the insufficient strength ot 
the Reserve forces of the Navy, my first 
duty is to pay a just tribute of praise. 
Our continuous service system has raised 
the permanent establishments to the 
highest standard of efficiency. It can- 
not provide for the full demands of 
war. It is necessary to have the power 
of expansion in an emergency. No 
nation has maintained in peace the 
numbers required in war. That is what 
we have been attempting to do. The 
recent increase in the numbers voted for 
the naval service was little anticipated 
by those who, within quite recent years, 
have been responsible for the adminis- 
tration. In his memorandum of 1891-2, 
Lord George Hamilton wrote as follows— 

“In looking ahead to the increased demands 
which the gradual completion of the new ship- 
building programme wiil make upon our 
manning resources, [ have endeavoured to 
keep in view and combine certain definite 
objects. It seemed to me to be quite unrea- 
sonable to expect that the whole of the extra 
force required to man, three years hence, our 
greatly increased fleet, should exclusively con- 
sist of officers and men on the permanent 
establishments of the Navy, of continuous 
service and entitled to pension. I was there- 
fore anxious to associate the increase of the 
permanent establishments with a_ steady 
growth in the numbers and efficiency of the 
Royal Naval Reserve.” 


Acting on the principles laid down in 
his memorandum, Lord George Hamilton 
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raised the personnel of the Navy to 
71,000. He proposed gradually to work 
up in subsequent years to a total of 
75,000. Ten years only have elapsed, 
and this year Parliament has voted, on 
the recommendation of the Admiralty, 
no less than 119,000 men. ‘The country 
is fully resolved to maintain a strong and 
wellmanned Navy. Cordially accepting 
the national policy, [ do not urge any 
reductions. Looking, however, to the 
future, I submit that it may not be 
necessary that the recent rapid increase 
in the number of men should be continued 
infuture years. The strength of the perma- 
nent force for the British Navy must be 
determined by a comparison with other 
Powers. In the present year the numbers 
may be taken for the French Navy at 
49,000, for Russia 45,000, for Germany 
under 30,000. We have added in the 
last ten years 50,000 to our permanent 
force, as against 12,000 for the French 
Navy. Our Votes for pay and victualling 


amount for the present year to some 
£8,000,000, as against £2,640,000 for 
the French Navy. We have to add 
the charge for retired: pay which 
will fall on future Estimates. | When 
we compare our numbers and con- 


tast our expenditure with those of 
foreign Powers, it seems fitting to review 
our policy for the manning of the Navy. 
We have to take care that we do not 
allow the permanent establishments of 
men to grow perhaps unduly, and the 
Reserves to decline to an extent which 
may ultimately prove a cause of weak- 
ness. The personnel of foreign Powers is 
less considerable than ours in relation 
to matériel because they rely upon 
reserves which as yet we have failed to 
raise on any adequate scale for the 
British Navy. Including the valuable 
foree which the Admiralty has lately 
organised our Reserves number in all 
some 36,000 men. Our expenditure on 
the Reserve is under £300,000. In com- 
parison with the Votes for the permanent 
forces the Reserve Vote is scanty. The 
Inseription Maritime, the creation of 
Colbert, gives to the French Navy a 
muster roll of more than 100,000 men, 
of whom at least 50,000 are effective. 
The British Reserves should not be less 
than those of France; we have many 
more ships to man. 

A large permanent force is essential— 
it is the point of the spear. 
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officers and men can be supplied. Sea- 
men and _ stokers, requiring less train- 
ing, can and should be obtained in an 
emergency from a reserve force. With 
much concern it must be admitted that 
the resources we formerly possessed for 
manning the Navy from the Reserve are 
failing. British seamen hold their own 
in the fisheries and the coasting trade. 
In the over-sea trade they are rapidly 
disappearing. The falling off is the more 
deplorable because it is chiefly among the 
younger men. If the present movement 
continues unchecked our shipping in the 
over-sea trade will shortly be manned 
mainly by foreigners, not always, perhaps, 
under the command of British officers. Sir 
Charles Dilke has lately said, in addressing 
the Shipmasters’ Society — 

“Their secretary had investigated the com- 
position of the crews of half the transports to 
South Africa, and found in one case all the deck 
hands and firemen were foreigners, and in other 
cases fourteen out of sixteen, fourteen out of 
nineteen, and nine out of fourteen, were aliens. 
Moreover, some ships were commanded by 
aliens, and he need hardly point out the diffi- 
culties which might arise, and the serious 
results that might occur, through such a stat 
of things, if we were at war with any great 
continental Power.” 


The opening up of the Suez Canal route 
and the substitution of steam for sails, 
the pay (poor in comparison with the 
earnings in employments on shore), and 
the insufficient number of boys in training 
—all these causes have led to the diminu- 
tion in the number of British seamen. 
Training being the initial step in any 
remedial scheme, I will deal with this 
point first. For advice we must look to 
the Commissions and Committees which 
from time to time have been charged by 
Parliament with the duty of considering 
the subject. The report of the Royal 
Commission on the Manning of the Navy, 
to whose recommendations we owe our 
existing force of Royal Naval Reserve, is 
still the leading authority. The Com- 
mission included two shipowners, Mr. 
W. 8. Lindsay and Mr. Richard Green. 
The chairman was Lord Hardwicke. 
A most active member was Lord Cardwell. 
To him is due the signal honour of 
having originated the plans on which we 
have been working for the establish- 
and maintenance of Reserves 
both for the Army and the Navy. 
All the recommendations of the Manning 


It is the | Commission have been adopted, except 


only source from which specially trained | those relating to school ships, which they 


1g 








223 


Naval Reserve 


recommended should be established at 
the principal ports, half the cost being 
contributed by the State. The ships 
were to be under the Board of Trade, the 
military part of the training being con- 
ducted by the Coastguard. School ships 
were also strongly recommended by the 
Royal Commission on Unseaworthy Ships, 
of which I had the honour to be a mem- 
ber, and by the Manning of Merchant 
Ships Committee, of which Sir Edward 
Reed was the chairman. These recom- 
mendations in favour of school ships, 
though renewed again and again, were 
not adopted because no difficulty was 
found in providing the numbers required. 
The conditions are changed. It is 
no longer possible to maintain the 
Reserves at the strength voted by Parlia- 
ment. State aid, judiciously applied, is 
necessary to maintain the supply of sea- 
men. The Government should begin by 
combining their efforts with those of the 
committees of management of training 
ships already established, at which boys 
suitable for the Navy are received. 
The Admiralty should enter boys for the 
Naval Reserve, and pay for their train- 
ing. The system should be extended 
gradually by establishing ships directly 
under the Board of Trade at the prin- 
cipal ports. The training in the school 
ships should include not only seamen, 
but firemen, and possibly mechanics. I 
may mention that a decree for the 
organ‘sation of technical naval schools 
has just been promulgated by M. de 
Lanessan, the French Minister of Marine. 
The harbour training for the Reserve 
boys must be followed up by apprentice- 
ship in sea-going ships, on the lines sug- 
gested by the Manning Commission. 
After serving in the Fleet, reservists would 
return to the mercantile marine. At this 
stage we stand face toface with a grave 
ditticulty. [assume that by the aid of 
the State the seaman of the Reserves will 
have received a thorough training, in 
harbour, in his school ship, and at sea as 
an apprentice, and have gained a valuable 
experience by his service in the Navy. 
He will have become, in the best sense of 
the familiar term, a handv man. Tomen 
so highly qualified the merchant service 
offers few attractions. The only remedy 
which can be suggested is an increase in 
the pay of the Reservist. 

Having dealt with the seamen, I turn 
to the officers. We have a large number 
of midshipmen on the Reserve List. No 


Lord Brassey. 
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qualifications are insisted upon, and the 
Admiralty does nothing for their profes. 
sional education. For those aspiring to 
high commands in the mercantile marine 
two school ships, the “Conway” in the 
Mersey and the ‘ Worcester” in the 
Thames, give a satisfactory preparatory 
education for the nautical profession, 
The more important training at sea is left 
to chance. The cadets from the “ Wor. 
cester” and the “Conway ” go to sea as 
apprentices, the premiums paid being, as 
a rule, insuflicient to cover the cost of 
proper arrangements for education. The 
life is hard. I have known cases where 
apprentices who have come out to Mel- 
bourne, personally known to members of 
your Lordships’ House, have been en- 
ployed, during the whole stay of their 
ships in port, in chipping paint, and this 
at an age when it was most desirable to 
carry on professional studies and drills 
in gunnery, torpedo work, and other 
subjects in which it is essential that 
officers of the Navy should be instructed. 
Reserve midshipmen, whose professional 
education is completely neglected, are a 
mere force on paper. The subject should 
be taken in hand by the Reserve Office and 


the Board of Trade. Arrangements 
should be made with the owners of 


suitable ships to provide the instruction 
required. It should be compulsory to 
take advantage of the facilities afforded. 
It would be for consideration in what 
proportion, if any, the cost of professional 
training for its Reserve officers should be 
borne by the State. I will not detain 
your Lordships by entering upon the 
questions of colonial naval reserves or 
a revival of the disbanded force of Royal 
Naval Artillery Volunteers in the more 
suitable form of a reserve to the Royal 
Marines. From both sources valuable 
men for the Navy could be obtained. In 
conclusion I claim that the policy I have 
endeavoured to recommend may in some 
degree tend to relieve pressure on the 
Exchequer, give the Navy a_ greater 
power of expansion, and enable us to 
apply the moneys voted by Parliament 
in larger proportion to the buiiding of 
ships. If, as a further result, we can 
make the crews of our merchant ships 
more worthy of the ancient renown of 
British seamen, we shall have achieved 
a double purpose. 


THe SECRETARY,:1T0 tHe BOARD 
|oF TRADE (The Earl of Dup.ey) : My 
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Lords, as my noble friend the First Lord 
of the Admiralty will deal presently with 
the main portion of the noble Lord’s 
speech, it may perhaps seem unnecessary 
that I should intervene at all in this 
debate. But as the noble Lord has 
alluded to certain matters with regard 
tothe Department with which Iam con- 
nected, | would ask your Lordships’ 
indulgence while I say a few words in 
reply. The argument of the noble Lord 
comes to this, that the mercantile marine 
of this country is the source on which 
the Navy must chiefly depend for re- 
plenishing the wastage in its ranks which 
we must inevitably expect as the result 
ofa great naval war, and that it is there- 
fore of national importance that the 
mercantile marine should be maintained 
in such a condition as to be available for 
that purpose. The noble Lord went on 
to point out that owing to the large and 
increasing influx of foreigners into our 
merchant ships the mercantile marine 
is becoming less useful every day from 
that point of view. With regard to the 
question as to how far it is possible or 
necessary to utilise our merchant sailors 
asa Reserve for the Navy in time of 
war, it is not for me to express an opinion. 
My noble friend the First Lord of the 
Admiralty will probably deal with the 
point, and [| therefore do not wish to 
touch upon it except to say that it is 
obviously impossible to maintain at the 
present time the mercantile: marine as 
a reserve for the Navy in anything like 
the same proportion as in days gone by. 
At the present moment there are 
247,000 sailors in the mercantile marine 
as compared with 119,000 in the Navy. 
Thirty years ago there were 197,000 
in the mercantile marine as compared 
with 48,000 in the Navy, so that it is 
obvious that, even if all the seamen in 
the mercantile marine were of British 
nationality, they would not constitute 
a source of supply for the wastage of a 
naval war to anything like the same 
proportionate extent as was the case in 
old days. 

If, therefore, it is essential to our 
national safety that the old proportion 
should be maintained, it is clear that we 
shall have to look elsewhere than to the 
mercantile marine for our Reserve. I 
do not agree with the noble Lord that 
the employment of foreign seamen in 
our mercantile marine necessarily con- 
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stitutes an appreciable danger to those 
ships, for the foreign seamen in our 
merchant vessels are drawn from so 
many different nationalities that unless 
we were opposed to an alliance of a most 
inconceivable kind it is difficult to under- 
stand how sufficient unanimity of pur- 
pose could be aroused among the crews 
to constitute any danger to the vessels. 
In fact, so little was the employment of 
foreigners in our mercantile marine 
regarded as a danger at the beginning 
of the last century, that in 1803, despite 
the pressure of the great French War, 
the Navigation Laws were partially sus- 
pended, in order to enable three-fourths 
of the crews of British vessels to be com- 
posed of foreigners instead of one-fourth. 
As regards the theory that a foreign 
captain in any English vessel is able to 
obtain a knowledge of our ports which 
would enable him to act as pilot to an 
enemy in case of war, it is, 1] think, an 
extravagant contention. I would point 
out that the foreign captain obtains no 
more information of our ports in an 
English ship than he does if he com- 
mands a ship of some other nation, and 
enters our ports for the ordinary pur- 
trade. Unless, therefore, we 
decide—which, of course, is absurd—to 
keep all foreign captains outside our 
ports altogether, it seems to me to.make 
no difference at all, as far as the obtaining 
of information goes, whether these men 
command our ships or the ships of some 
other nation. It is undoubtedly true 
that, in spite of the fact that the mercan- 
tile marine at present employs consider- 
ably more seamen than it did thirty 
years ago, the total number of British 
seamen is less by about 5,000 than it was 
at that time; and although I| agree 
with the noble Lord in deploring that 
fact, I do not think the conclusion which 
is often based upon it is true, namely, 
that because there has been a falling off 
in British seamen during the last twenty 
or thirty years, we are necessarily losing, 
as a nation, our seagoing tendency. In 
order to prove that, it would have to be 
shown that a much smaller proportion 
of the population went to sea now than 
was the case thirty years ago. 

What are the facts? We own at the 
present time 51 per cent. of the gross 
steam tonnage of the world. In these 
ships 247,448 seamen are employed, 
are Lascars and 
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36,893 foreigners, leaving a balance of, 
in round numbers, 175,000 British 
seamen. If this figure is applied to a 
population of forty millions, the estimate 
in 1898, the result is obtained that one 
in every 229 people becomes a merchant 
seaman. But as under one-half of our 
population are males, this gives the 
figure that one in every 112 of the male 
population becomes a merchant seaman. 
In order, however, to form a correct 
estimate of the sea-going tendency of 
the nation, the men employed in the 
Royal Navy must also be taken into 
consideration, because there are many 
men who, had they not served as Royal 
seamen, would have gone afloat in the 
merchant navy. If we add the 119,000 
men of which the Navy now consists 


to the 175,000 British seamen of the 
mercantile marine, we get a total of 


294,000, and this, applied to 20,000,000 
of the population, gives the result that 
at the present time one out of every 
sixty-eight males goes to sea either -in 
one service or the other. How does that 
compare with thirty years ago? In 
1871, of the 197,000 seamen in our 
mercantile marine, 180,000 were British- 
ers and 17,000 were foreigners. This 
180,000, applied to the population as it 
then was, shows that one in eighty-five 
males became a seaman, but if we add 
the 180,000 to the 48,157 employed in 
the Navy at that time we get the result, 
applying it to the population, that one in 
sixty-seven males went to sea either in 
one service or the other. Therefore 
the comparison shows that the sea-going 
tendency of the nation has not decreased, 
and that at the present time, more or 
less, the same proportion of the male 
population go to sea as was the case in 
the past. Although the gross number 
of British seamen is less, it must not be 
forgotten that the Navy has been 
increased from 48,000 to 119,000 men 
in thirty years, and that this has had a 
considerable effect on the supply of 
seamen to the merchant service. 
Simultaneously with the naval in- 
crease, there has been an increase in the 
men employed in the merchant service 
from 197,000 in 1871 to 247,000 to-day, 
and there is no doubt the demand has 
been met by a considerable influx of 
foreigners. What is the cause of this ? 
The shipping industry is subject to the 
The Earl of Dudley. 
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laws of supply and demand, like other 
employments. The conditions of life 
in the British merchant service are 
better than those in any other mercantile 
marine in the world, and as a consequence 
foreign sailors are always ready and 
anxious to engage on board British 
ships ; but those conditions are not as 
good or as attractive to the Britisher as 
those which prevail in the majority of 
employments on shore. Therefore the 
shipping industry comes off badly in 
competition with shore employments, 
but that is a state of things which there 
is every reason to hope in course of time 
will cure itself. The British seaman 
is better off now as regards pay and 
comfort than he was twenty or thirty 
years ago. I am glad to say that the 
improvement is being maintained, and 
when it reaches a certain point I do not 
think there will be any difticulty in 
obtaining British seamen. When the 
merchant service offers greater advan- 
tages, or advantages as great as the 
ordinary shore employment. I believe it 
will be able easily and readily to draw 
seamen from the working classes. But 
until that is done I do not think we 
can reasonably expect a greater propor- 
tion of men to go to sea than is the case 
now. 


One word with regard to the noble 
Lord’s proposal as to school-ships. There 
is much to be said in favour of the ex- 
tension of training ships. But there are 
already a certain number of these ships 
round our and although the 
training imparted upon them is, as a 
whole, satisfactory, they are not made 
use of to the fullest extent. What 
guarantee is there that if their mumbers 
were increased we should be able to fill 
them with boys? Again, what guaran- 
tee is there that boys so trained would 


coasts, 


permanently adopt a seafaring life! 
You cannot apprentice them for ever, 


and once they were released from their 
indentures it appears to me they would 
be subject to the same influences which 
at present keep the sea-going population 


at the level at which we find it. I do 
not suggest for a moment that these 


difficulties are insuperable. It is quite 
possible that in the future some system 
of training ships may have to be tried. 
But in view of the difficulties obviously 
connected with the subject, I am inclined 
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to think it would be wiser, at any rate 
for the present, to await the result of 
the very interesting experiment which is 
being made by the Shipping Federation, 
which has recently called upon every 
shipowner in the society to carry at 
least two boys upen ships of a certain 
size. As the Federation embraces four- 
fifths of the total shipping of the United 
Kingdom, it is obvious that even if the 
scheme is partially successful a large 
number of boys will be trained. But 
if it is not, it will be a step in the right 
direction, for.it shows that the shipowners 
are alive to their responsibilities in the 
matter, and for my part I feel convinced 
that it is much more in the direction of 
private effort of this kind than by 
artificial means such as pecuniary con- 
siderations or the re-enactment of the 


Navigation Laws that the solution of , 


this problem is likely to be found. 
The forces on which we have to rely are 
those which make for improvement and 
progress in the standard of comfort in 
all the conditions of life ; and it is because 
] believe that that fact is now being 
realised by the large majority of the ship- 
owners of this country, and that the sea- 
going instinct of the people of this 
country is as great as ever, that I am, 
personally, not in the least apprehensive 
ot what the future may have in store 
for us in this matter. 

Viscount GOSCHEN : My Lords, | 
desire to associate myself entirely with 
what fell from my noble friend Lord 
Brassey, that, looking to the immense 
increase in the personnel of the Navy, it 
is necessary more and more to give atten- 
tion to the Reserves. It is impossible 
to go on increasing the personnel of the 
Navy at the ratio of increase of the last 
twelve or fifteen vears. Immense addi- 
tions have been ma“e, but it must be 
remembered that it is not only the 
number of the men you have to inerease 
but the accommodation for training, 
hospitals, and all the other appurtenances 
of this vast system, and there must be 
also an immense increase in the Reserves. 
[ must pay a tribute to my noble friend 
Lord Brassey, whose efforts at home and 
in the colonies have been so strenuous. 
He has done much to interest our colonial 
fellow-subjects in the question of Naval 
Reserves. I think it is highly satisfactory | 
that the experiment in Newfoundland 
has succeeded so well, for there have been 
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obtained a body of men who have gone 
to sea in His Majesty’s ships, and have 
qualified themselves in that way to be 
good Naval Reserve men. During the 
time I was at the Admiralty there was 
one point which it seemed to me essen- 
tially necessary to keep in mind, and it 
was that the Reserves should not be 
paper Reserves, upon which we could 
not count in time of war, or who had 
not had the necessary training. In 
order to meet that contingency, the 
Board of the Admiralty, of which I was 
a member. insisted that the Royal Naval 
Reserve should go to sea in one of Her 
Majesty’s ships for six months during 
their first period of training, so that they 
would acquire the perfect discipline only 
to be found on a man-of-war. The 
necessary result would be that a man 
would be much more valuable in the 
Naval Reserve. Another natural result 
was that this regulation would necessarily 
diminish the numbers, because no doubt 
it is a heavy demand to ask a man to 
leave his occupation and go to sea for six, 
or even forthree months. This measure 
then led to a certain diminution in the 
numbers, but, as I said before, we knew 
that every man that had gone through 
that training was one we could place 
with satisfactory result on a man-of-war. 
Now, seeing that there was that diminu- 
tion, we took another step, and established 
what we called a Fleet Reserve, con- 
sisting of men who had been in the 
Navy, and accustomed to the discipline 
of a man-of-war. For these men it was 
less necessary that they should go 
through that part of the training neces- 
sary for sailors of the mercantile marine. 
I hope my noble friend the First Lord of 
the Admiralty will be able to tell us 
something with regard to the progress 
of that movement, to which I attach the 
greatest possible importance. 

As to the general subject which has 
been treated of by my noble friend, it 
must be borne in mind that in modern 
ships you do not require the same number 
of men who are accustomed to seafaring 
life in the mercantile marine. Fisher- 
men can be trained as gunners, and 
disciplined to do a great part of the work 
which formerly could only be done by 
sailors ; and you can tap the fishermen 
with this advantage, that they are on the 
spot, and can be more easily secured in 
the event of war than the mercantile 
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marine, who are scattered over the|‘‘ Magnificent”? and the “ Majestic,” 
different parts of the globe. I = goad pees it is supposed that because these 
with my noble friend that it would be | ships could be built at that speed that it 
much more satisfactory if we could largely | might be possible to return to that as a 
increase the Naval Reserves, and I am/|kind of standard of rapidity of ship- 
sure the First Lord of the Admiralty | building. But every advance in ship- 
and his able advisers will steadily keep | building in the direction of greater com- 
their minds applied to the subject. [| plexity of machinery and greater horse- 
should hope that the federation of the | power must necessarily increase the time 
Australian colonies may make it easier | which it will take for a ship to be built, 
to come to some satisfactory arrangement | and the astounding progress which had 
as to the naval assistance to be given to | been made in the requirements as regards 
the mother country than when they were | horse-power for ships throws some light 
separate colonies. The colonies have | upon the difficulty of building the ships 
shown a very great readiness to assist | in the same time in which it was formerly 
not only on shore but at sea, and during | possible to build them. I will give an 
the earlier stages of the present opera-| idea of the progress that has been made. 
tions, valuable contingents of Naval! The “ Magnificent,”’ as a ship of 14,900 
Volunteers came from our Australian|tons. had 10.000 horse-power. The 
colonies. I will now pass to another |“ Formidable.” a 15.000: ton ship, only 
subject, on which I hope my noble | 100 tons more, has 15,000 horse-power— 
friend will give us some information. ! an increase of 50 per cent. It stands to 
Before I left the Admiralty he appointed | reason that it cannot be expected that a 
a Committee to inquire into the victual- ship will be built in the same time under 
ling of the Navy. Some of us were struck | those circumstances. because it is not 
not only with the rations of the men, | the hull or ship proper which takes the 
but also with the unsatisfactory time of | time. but the machinery. the boilers, 
the meals, and we appointed a strong | and all that relates to the engineering 
Committee, presided over by an admiral | of shipbuilding. One more case is the 
of great experience. I hope my noble | « \fonmouth.” one of those new armoured 
friend will be able to give us some infor- | eryisers. Her tonnage is 9,800, and her 
mation as to the result of the investiga- horse-power is 22,000; whereas the 
tions of that Committee. I have observed | « Impérieuse,” an earlier cruiser of 
that two gentlemen have gone to the} g 4009 tons. has only 8.000 horse-power. 
Mediterranean to make investigations | We have, I think, done extremely well as 
into this matter, and have themselves compared with our foreign rivals, and 
partaken of the rations of the sailors, in| jf some of our ships are put back owing 
order to be able to inform the public of |¢> accidents. I think a reference to 
the state of victualling in the Navy. I “foreign programmes will show that the 
have little doubt, f my noble friend | came disappointments which are in- 
introduces some reforms in victualling, | gicted upon the Admiralty are inflicted 
due to the Committee, that the post hoc.| in a greater measure upon our con- 
ergo prorter hoc view will be taken by petitors abroad. Anyone who reviews 
these gentlemen and their friends. | the progress which we have made in the 
Valuable recommendations were made | supply of our ships in the last year, and 
by a Committee which inquired into the compares it with that of France, or Russia, 
training of naval officers and ] should be | 5- other Powers will find that our rate of 
glad to know how far the Committee eonstruction has heen certainly os satis: 
found that that training was on a Satis-| factory as that of other Governments. 
factory footing, and whether any serious | 7 chould be glad if my noble friend 
changes were made in consequence of | .oujd give us any additional information 
the recommendations of that Committee. . ; . 

on the subject, and perhaps he will con- 
sider whether it is possible to give a 
Return showing the dates of the com- 
mencement of the building of British 





I wish also to refer to the speed of con- 
struction of our men-of-war. There is 
a fallacy existing that it is possible now, 
or might be possible, to build the largest : 
battleship in two years. The feat was | and foreign ships and the dates of their 
once accomplished in the case of the | completion. 

Viscount Goschen. 
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*THe FIRST LORD or THE ADML- | establishment of a branch of the Royal. 
RALTY (The Earl of SELBORNE): My Naval Reserve among the Newfoundland 


Lords, the noble Lord who commenced | fishermen. 


this debate has introduced to your Lord- 
ships a subject full of national interest 
and full of difticulty for the Admiralty. 
[think I shall be borne out by my ‘noble 
friend who has just spoken, and by Lord 
Spencer, when I say that questions 
affecting the personnel of the Navy are 
even more difficult than those which 
affect the matériel. Now, as Lord Brassey 
has pointed out, foreign countries depend 
to a far greater extent than we do on 
reserves for the complement of their 
ships when mobilised for war, and that, 
so far as we are concerned, must always 
be so. That is to say, we require, we 
have always required, and we must 
require, a larger proportion of active 
service ratings to reserve ratings than 
the necessities of other countries demand 
from them. In the first place, the Navy 
is of more importance to us, and the 
result of any naval war would be of far 
greater importance to us than it would 
be to any other nation. In the second 
place, the nature of our Empire is such 
that we are obliged to have a much 
larger proportion of ships in commission 
in time of peace than is the case with 
any other country ; and when ships are 
commissioned in time of peace, as | 
explained the other day, the reserves 
cannot be used, and you are dependent 
entirely upon the active service ratings. 
I agree with the forcible remarks Lord 
Goschen has addressed to your Lordships 
about the continuous increase of the 
personnel. It is a matter of grave 
concern at all times to the Admiralty, 
and I am quite sure that, whatever the 
ratio of increase hereafter found to be 
necessary, we are bound to spare no 
efforts to increase and improve our 
Reserve. Lord Goschen asked me how 
far the new Fleet Reserve was succeeding. 
The scheme has only been in operation a 
few weeks, and it is too soon yet to tell 
to what extent our expectations are going 
to be realised. But at the present 
moment about 1,800 men have enrolled 
themselves in this new Fleet Reserve. | 
need not add much to what Lord Goschen 
and Lord Brassey have said about the 
Royal Naval Reserve, except to dwell for 
a moment upon that most interesting 
experiment which was initiated when 
Lord Goschen was First Lord—the 





'this scheme. 


Fifty of these men went to 
sea in one of Her Majesty’s ships for six 
months, and at the end of that period 
they received a most excellent character, 
and most admirable reports were made 
by the officers under whom they had 
served. I think the credit of that result 
is due not only to the men themselves, 
but also in a very high degree to the 
officers who trained them. ‘These men 
came into the ship without any previous 
experience of discipline, without any 
knowledge of the routine of a man-of-war, 
and the life they had to lead was about as 
far removed as it could be from the life 
of Newfoundland fishermen; and yet 
the excellent tact of the officers enabled 
the experiment to be conducted with 
equal satisfaction to the men, to the 
officers, and to the Admiralty. 

There is another point connected with 
the Reserves I should like to mention. 
Your Lordships will remember that 
there was at one time a corps called the 
Naval Artillery Volunteer Corps, and 
that corps was, I have no doubt for good 
reasons, finally disbanded. But a pro- 
posal has been made to revive that corps 
in a new form—not to create a corps 
of naval artillery Volunteers, but of 
naval Volunteers, though I do not 
pledge myself to that particular name. 
That proposal is now under examina- 
tion, and all I can say at the present 
moment is that we are sincerely desirous, 
if possible, of adding to the reserve forces 
a corps of naval Volunteers. But one 
condition is imperative, and that is 
thoroughly understood by the gentle- 
men who are interesting themselves in 
No Volunteers can be of 
real service to the Navy who are not 
prepared in time of naval war to serve 
anywhere where their services may he 
required, and to do any duty which 


'the captain of the ship in which they 


serve calls upon them to do. It is tco 
soon to make any pronouncement on 
the subject, but I am very hopeful that 
something may come of our arrange- 
ment. As regards the manning of the 
mercantile marine, I do not think Lord 
Brassey will expect me to add anything 


‘to the exceedingly interesting and ex- 


{ 


haustive reply of my noble friend. Of 
course the attitude of the Admiralty im 
the matter is one of cordial interest, and! 
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tions now going forward will .ahways be 
Jistened to with great attention by the 
Admiralty. But until | know what the 
proposals are J] can pronounce no opinion 
upon them. As to the question of the 
training of midshipmen belonging to the 
Naval Reserve, I do not know whether 
Lord Brassey meant that they had no 
opportunity of receiving any training, 
because if that is his impression it is not 
«quite correct. ‘These young officers are 
required to undergo each year a course 
of twenty-eight days drill and gunnery 
instruction on board one of the district 
drill ships, or, if abroad, on board a 
ship commanded by a captain or com- 
mander, if permission be first obtained 
from the senior officer. Officers who 
are specially reported as competent to 
instruct and drill men of the Reserve 
will only be required to undergo seven 
days test drill in each year, if such drill 
be performed to the satisfaction of the 
superintending officer. Service on board 
one of His Majesty's ships in commission 
is reckoned as equivalent to the annual 
test drill, provided a satisfactory certi- 
ficate for service be obtained. The drill 
‘will comprise heavy gun, rifle, pistol, and 
cutlass exercise. The Admiralty con- 
sider applications from officers who, in 
addition to their annual drill, volunteer 
ior temporary service in the Navy or for 
a course of instruction in the gunnery 
or torpedo school ships. Midshipmen 
are not appointed for such service or 
‘for instruction in the three courses unless 
they have a first mate's certificate of com- 
petency. In such a case they may be 
appointed as acting sub-lieutenants. Six 
care now serving in the Fleet. I do not 
say that that is a final or full and com- 
plete statement on the subject, and, as 
in the case of lieutenants of the Royal 
Naval Reserve, these sea-going services 
may be voluntary. The statement, how- 
ever, does show that these young officers 
are not left entirely without instruction, 
as might be supposed from the speech 
of the noble Lord. 

I should like to take this opportunity 
“of saying a word about the education 
not only of the men but of the officers 
of the Navy. First of all, as regards the 
men, your Lordships must remember 
‘that every bluejacket enters as a boy or 
:a youth, and is trained on board the 


The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 


whatever may result from the considera- | 
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‘‘ Northampton ” or one of her tenders, 
‘There they go through a most careful 
and elaborate course of instruction, in- 
cluding seagoing service in brigs, in which 
they learn all mast and yard drill, to 
which naval officers have attached so 
much importance in the past. That 
brings me to a most burning controversy, 
in which | feel it very difficult to inter- 
fere with discretion. Your Lordships 
may be aware that very strong opinions 
are entertained in the Navy by two 
different schools of officers on the subject 
of training in mast and yards. I do not 
profess tobe able to giveanopinion myself 
on that burning subject ; but I under- 
stand that the officers who agitate for the 
resuscitation of the mast and vard train- 
ing for all young seamen of the Fleet 
beyond that which they géi as boys do so 
not because these young seamen will ever 
have in a fighting ship to work at masts 
and yards, but because it is in their 
opinion the best training for a seaman. 
_As to that, | have no opinion to give. 
What I want to put before your Lord- 
ships to-day is that this question is 
governed by facts which speak tor them- 
selves, and I want to inform your Lord- 
ships and the naval Service at large 
as to the state of the case. I want the 
Navy to thoroughly understand the 
reasons which have guided the Admiralty 
in their decision on this point. At the 
present moment we have no ships avail- 
able for the purpose. The ships of the 
old training squadron are either past 
their work or are inadequate to accom- 
modate the men who would have to go 
through this training. Anyhow. as a 
matter of fact, at the present moment 
no ships are available for this purpose. 
Therefore, if the training squadron 
was resuscitated we should have to build 
ships for the purpose. The old ships 
did not hold more than 150 to 180 men, 
and if we built larger ships to accommo- 
date 250, such ships would cost from 
£120,000 to £150,000 each ; and if every 
young seamen went through six months 
training of this kind we should require 
twelve ships, the capital value of which 
would be no less than £1,800,000, or the 
price of three armoured cruisers. | 
think, therefore, your Lordships will see 
that at the present time, when we want 
every year large additions to the fighting 
strength of the Fleet and when our 
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Navy Estimates have reached the huge 
figures they have, it would be a very 
strong measure to spend the price of 
three armoured cruisers on these training 


ships. Moreover, if all young seamen 
went through six months training 


of this kind the number of seamen that 
would be locked up in these ships, that 
is to say, so far as the manning of the 
fighting ships is concerned—would be no 
less than 4,528, and 84 lieutenants would 
be required, and that at a time when a 
lieutenant is worth his weight in gold,and 
when every lieutenant is kept steadily 
at sea or is‘at one of the schools. If only 
half the young seamen got this training, 
or even a third of them, you would still 
run into a large figure; and I think 
that when once these figures are placed 
before you you will see that while we are 
continually being pressed to find fresh 
complements to put fresh ships in com- 
mission and to build new ships, it is 
impossible to do what is advocated by this 
school of naval officers. We cannot 
afford the men, and we want the money 
for fighting ships. It is no argument 
to say that foreign nations still continue 
the system, because their requirements 
are different from ours. They do not re- 
quire to keep so large a proportion of 
ships in commission as we require. The 
pressure on the Admiralty is not to 
diminish but to increase the number of 
ships in commission. The Board have 
therefore reluctantly, but quite clearly, 
come to the decision that in the present 
circumstances the training squadron can- 
not be resuscitated. 

| want now to say a word on the 
training of the men in gunnery. It is of 
cardinal importance to the Fleet that the 
training of the men in gunnery should be 
as high as possible, and that is the raison 
d'tre of the great gunnery schools, of 
which the ‘ Excellent” is the best 
known. Hitherto every seaman has 
gone through a course of gunnery at 
one of these schools in the early days 
of his naval career, and every three years 
he would have to go back and re-qualify 
in the manufactory in which captains of 
guns and captains of turrets are manu- 
factured. The Board have resolved to 
make a change in this respect. Every 
young seaman will in future go through 
his first gunnery training in one of these 


schools, but after that he will not be sent 
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back to re-qualify. Only those who 
show special aptitude and are likely to 
become captains of guns and captains of 
turrets will go back. The other seamen 
will requalify at sea on board their ships. 
Now, my Lords, there is another branch 
of naval training about which I should 
like to say a word, and that is what I 
may call cruiser training. That is a 
subject to which a great deal of attention 
has been directed among those who 
take interest in naval matters, and it is 
not a subject the Board has neglected. 
It is our intention to increase the 
cruiser squadron which took the place 
of the old training squadron, and with 
a larger number of cruisers attached 
to the Channel Squadron and, I hope, 
to the Mediterranean Squadron, the re- 
sult will be that there will be a iarge 
number of crews constantly being trained 
in cruiser work ; and the manceuvres of 
this vear will be of such a kind that I hope 
special opportunity will be afforded for 
the practice of cruiser tactics. As 
regards the education of officers and men 
generally, [ have myself taken the 
opportunityof asking admirals and cap- 
tains fresh from the sea what their view 
of the personnel of the Navy is, and one 
and all, with one voice, have said that, 
so far as the personnel goes, it is scarcely 
possible to improve the officers or the 
men. They say, with extraordinary 
unanimity, that, subject to some im- 
provements in details, the general system 
of training of young officers and sea- 
men leaves nothing to be desired. 

My noble friend asked me about the 
Report of the Committee which sat a 
short time ago to consider a limited part 
of the training of officers. It was not 
a Committee appointed to consider the 
whole subject of the training of naval 
officers, but their training in the earlier 
years of their career. That Report has 
been laid on the Table of both Houses 
of Parliament, and the Admiralty have 
adopted it and are carrying out all its 
recommendations. The most important 
of them seems to me to be this, that 
henceforth no young sub-lieutenant on 
passing from the college, however well 
he may have done in examination, will 
be entitled to promotion until he has 
received a certificate from the captain 
of his ship, after six months service, that 
he is capable of keeping a watch at sea. 
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In fact, he must have a certificate from 
the most competent authority—his own 
captain—to show that he is equally good 
at the practical work as he has proved 
himself to be at his books. This subject 
of education of officers is always occupy- 
ing the attention of the Board. 
Although I believe the results to be as 
good as I stated them to be, it does not 
follow that we consider that no improve- 
ment can take place. On the contrary 
we welcome suggestions. We are con- 
stantly receiving suggestions, not only 
from naval officers, but from other 
gentlemen who take a deep interest in 
the Navy and study naval matters. 
Every one of those suggestions is always 
welcome, and is always considered and 
weighed. 

Before I pass from the subject of naval 
education, | must allude to a new develop- 
ment which took place recently at Green- 
wich in the direction of a school of naval 
strategy. The present course has been 
a great success. I hope it will be the 
beginning of large developments, and no 
pains on our part will be spared to develop 
from this small beginning a school of 
naval strategy such as has existed for 
a long time in the United States, and 
ought, I think, to have been developed 
in this country at an earlier time. As 
regards the Report of the Victualling 
Committee, that Report has been re- 
ceived. It will be laid on the Table of 
both Houses. The subject is a large and 
a complicated one, involving a great 
many problems; and all I can say at 
present is that we are dealing with it to 
the best of our ability. I have to answer 
one or two questions that my noble friend 
behind me put in reference to ship- 
building. Before I answer his questions 
I should like to notice some very friendly 
but pertinent criticism on the same sub- 
ject which I think Sir Charles Dilke 
enunciated in another place. He was 
discussing, as I understand, the difference 
between a programme such as the old 
Naval Defence Act and the announce- 
ment of the building of a certain number 
of ships from year to year, as has recently 
been the case. I do not doubt that when 
the Naval Defence Act was passed, it was 
a necessary measure, a necessary ex- 
pedient, to meet an abnormal state of 
affairs, but it seems to me to carry with 
it objections which make it necessary 


The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 
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to relegate it to the category of expe- 
dients only to be used occasionally. The 
objections | put forward are these. If 
you announce a large programme of 
shipbuilding to be spread over several 
years, you are, I think, unnecessarily 
announcing to all the world what your 
plans are. In the second place, if you 
build all your ships from one design and 
at one time you lose that advantage of 
progressive improvement in the design 
which has been such a marked feature 
in the Majestic class and the * Formid- 
able ”’ Finally, one day you have 
a large number of ships all becoming 
obsolete at the same moment. There- 
fore, I am strongly of opinion that the 
true policy of this country is steady, 
persistent, and continuous shipbuilding 
from year to year. Such shipbuilding 
will keep the Navy up to the full strength 
which is required to enable it to perform 
its service to the country, and will not 
necessitate sudden and_ panic-stricken 
efforts to bring it back to a position from 
which it ought never to have departed. 
Sir Charles Dilke criticised severely 
the fact that a very small sum is laid by 
in the Estimates this year for commen- 
cing the ships to be laid down this year. 
There is a real reason for that which ] 
think will commend itself to the country 
when it is fairly explained. If you have 
a new type of ship, as Is constantly occur- 
ring, and even when you have not a new 
type, but an improvement of an existing 
type, that involves weeks and months 
of most careful and elaborate considera- 
tion. I am sure Lord Spencer and Lord 
Goschen will bear me out when I say 
that the settlement of a new type, or a 
large improvement of an old type, is one 
of the most anxious duties that can fall 
to the Board of Admiralty, one which 
cannot possibly be hurried, and for 
which much time is necessary. In the 
second half of the financial year—from 
Michaelmas to Ist April—the Board of 
Admiralty has no time for the purpose. 
The strain—and a great strain it is— 
of preparing the Estimates is upon the 
Board of Admiralty, and the Board has 
none of that spare time and freedom from 
anxiety in regard to the Estimates which 
is necessary in order to deal with such a 
question as a new type or the improve- 
ment of an old type. Therefore the free 
time of the year to work out these all- 
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important problems is after the Estimates 
have been disposed of. So far as the 
Board of Admiralty is concerned, that is 
the beginning of the financial year. 
Then, after all these momentous ques- 
tions are settled, six more months are 
required in order to work out in the 
minute detail necessary for theinstruction 
of the contractors or the dockyards the 
designs and the plans of the ships. That 
brings you to the close of the financial 
year. So when a small sum is taken to 
commence a large programme, the pro- 
ceeding really is based on a sound prin- 
ciple. and on a principle which experience 
has shown. to accelerate work in the long 
run. lL emphatically say that the proper 
time for commencing ships is the end 
of the financial year, and that gives you 
the next financial year for continuous, 
steady progress on that new ship. I wish 
to make that explanation because the 
matter did not seem to be entirely under- 
stood by some of our critics in the other 
House. Lord Goschen asked me it | 
could give any information to the House 
in respect to the comparative rates of 
shipbuilding, and he pointed out to your 
Lordships some reasons why it is not 
probable that the feat would ever be 
repeated of building a battleship within 
tivo years. He showed to your Lord- 
ships that the governing factor is not so 
much the hull of a ship as the machinery. 
and he pointed out by what giant strides 
the indicated horse-power had gone up 
since the days of the * Majestic.” I 
agree with Lord Goschen in thinking 
that ships will never be built again within 
two years; but it is also true that the 
arrears in shipbuilding, as to which | 
spoke the other night, have brought us 
to a slower rate of progress than | hope 
we shall ever have again in the future. 
We shall never get back to the days of 
the ‘ Majestic ” and the “* Magnificent.” 
sut we shall do something, I hope, much 
speedier than has been done recently. 
Even, however, at the slow pace at which 
we have been going recently, so far as | 
can see from the figures which are at my 
disposal, we have been building faster than 
any foreign country except the Japanese 
ships built by Armstrong in this country, 
which, however, are not two, but very 
nearly three years ships. As an illus- 
tration in this matter I will take the case 


of the “ Bulwark,” nearly finished, at 
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Devonport. The “ Bulwark,” I hope, 
will be commissioned well within the 
three years from the time at which she 
was laid down. But the order for her 
machinery was given about six months 
before the ship was laid down. This 
shows that what really governs the rate 
of shipbuilding at the present moment 
is not the hull, but the machinery. I 
think that is an interesting and instruc- 
tive example. 

I should like to say one word about 
the Controller’s department. I think 
it is extraordinary, considering that the 
head of that department is not a trained 
business man, but is always a sailor fresh 
from the sea, and who is going back to 
the sea in four or five years time. that 
such business aptitude should be shown 
by these distinguished naval officers. I 
think it is not a question of increasing 
the staff of that department. However 
much you increase the staff there must 
always be a neck to the bottle. You 
never can multiply two men in that de- 
partment—the Director of Naval Con- 
struction and the Controller. The work 
of the department has reached such a 
pitch that the country cannot be too 
appreciative of the manner in which the 
officers carry out their duty. At the 
present moment I calculate that there 
are actually building or designing no less 
than 102 vessels. That involves on the 
part of the Director of Naval Construe- 
tion and on*the part of the Controller a 
great amount of work. So much has 
been said recently in criticism of that 
department that I should like. with your 
Lordships’ permission, to give vou a brief 
summary of the results in connection 
with the last important ship completed 
for the Navy—a ship of very special 
interest, because she is the first ship com- 
pleted belonging to the new class of 
armoured cruisers. I allude to the 
* Cressy.’ The designed draught of the 
* Cressy,’ under ordinary conditions 
of loading. was 26ft. 3in.. and the dis- 
placement 12.000 tons. The correspond- 
ing completed draught is 25ft. 9in.—or 
about Gin. less—with about 11.700 tons 
displacement. In other words. the ship 
can carry about 300 tons more coal than 
was promised at the designed draught, 
and in the deep-load conditions draws 
Gin. less water than designed. As _ re- 
gards her speed, at the designed draught 
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the promised speed on an eight hours | 
trial with 21,000 horse-power was 21 
knots. Three ships of the class have been 
tried at the designed draught with 
the following results : — * Cressy,” 
21,200 horse-power, 21°437 knots 
(in unfavourable weather) ; “* Aboukir,” 


21,350  horse-power, 21°6 — knots ; 
* Sutlej,”” 21,260 horse-power, 21°77 
knots. The actual speed for 21,000 


horse-power is therefore about half a knot 
greater than the speed promised in the 
design. ‘These three ships have also 
realised a speed of about 205 knots on 
their thirty hours trial—a very good 
performance. As regards their stability 
and manoeuvring power, they have more 
than answered all that was expected of 
them. In conclusion, I wish to correct 
a misapprehension with reference to what 
I said the other day in regard to the 
strength of the Mediterranean Fleet on a 
war footing. It appears not to have been 
wholly understood that I meant, of 
course, a war footing after war mobilisa- 
tion. Again, it has been noticed that I 
did not say anything in reference to 
what Mr. Arnold-Forster said in the 
other House about combined exercises of 
the Channel and Mediterranean Squad- 
rons. I did not do so because I felt I had 
already trespassed too long on your 
Lordships’ indulgence ; but those com- 
bined exercises, which were a constant 
feature in the past, are now going 
to be revived, and | hope the first of 
these combined exercises will take place 
this autumn. Lastly, in giving the 
names of the three first battleships of 
the new type I said the first of those 
was to be called ‘ King Edward.” 
That was a true but not a complete 
statement ; I ought to have said “* King 


Edward VII.” 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey): My Lords, in 
bringing up for consideration the third 
Report from the Select Committee on the 
forthcoming trial of Earl Russell, I must 
apologise to the House for the Report not 
being in print. I may tell your Lord- | 
ships that this Report refers exclusively 
to the distribution of the seats which will 
be available in the royal gallery beyond 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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those allotted to noble Lords taking part 
in thetrial. There will be plenty ot room 
for allotting eighty seats for peeresses, 
and forty seats tor peers of Scotland and 
Ireland who do not sit in this House, and 
for the eldest sons of peers. Below the 
bar 100 seats will be reserved for Members 
of the House of Commons, and 200, for 
peers who shall apply for tickets. One 


ticket will be delivered to each peer, and. 


peers who desire these, or tickets for 
peeresses, should apply personally at the 
office of the Lord Great Chamberlain 
between 10.30 a.m. and 4 p.m. on 
Monday next. 


EarL CARRINGTON : I would like 
to ask the noble Earl if his attention has 
been called to the seating, the narrow 
ness of which will make it impossible for 
many noble Lords to sit down. 


THe Eart or MORLEY: The nobk 
Lord has justly called attention to the 
character of the seating. When we dis- 
covered how narrow the seats were the 
distribution had to be revised, and that is 
the reason why the Report is not yet in 
print. Chairs will be placed instead of 
the seats. 


VOREIGN OFFICE—OFFICIALS IN THE 
FAR EAST DEPARTMENT. 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN : My Lords, 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any of the 
officials employed in the Far Eastern 
Department of the Foreign Office have 
at any time served in China, Japan, or 
His Majesty’s colonies in the Far East. 
and, if so, what was the nature of those 
serviccc. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, in answer to 
my noble friend, I have to say that none 
of the officials employed in the Far 
Eastern Department of the Foreign 
Office have served either in China or 
Japan, or His Majesty’s colonies in the 
Far East. I do not think I misinterpret 
the purport of my noble friend’s question 
when I say it is apparently intended to 
suggest that there must be something 


_very imperfect in the organisation of. the 
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Foreign Office, when the Far Eastern | may be available at the time. At this. 


Department does not contain officials 
having the experience to which my noble 
friend's question points. The idea which 
he suggests is an attractive one, but I 
doubt whether he has considered how 
very difficult it would be to give effect t» 
it in practice. You might, I suppose, 
whenever troublesome questions arose 
in any part of the world, call up to 
the Foreign Office the best expert that 
you could find, having’ experience of 
the affairs of that particular part of 
the world, but I do not think your 
Ambassadors or Ministers would — be 
very grateful to you if at such a 
time vou took away from them 
their right-hand men and called them 
up to serve in the Foreign Office. 
My noble friend may think that the 
object can be achieved in another way, 
and that it might be arranged that in 
each department of the Foreign Office 
there should be officials who have passed 
a certain part of their career in service in 
the various parts of the world with which 
each department of the Foreign Office 
is particularly concerned. My Lords, 
that would not be at all an easy arrange- 
ment to carry out. It would lead to a 
continual repatriation of our diplomatists, 
followed by a corresponding expatriation 
of our Foreign Office clerks, and the 
dislocation that would arise would be 
inconvenient to all concerned. But, my 
Lords, | am very far indeed from under- 
rating the necessity of having recourse 
to the advice of persons possessing 
locally-acquired knowledge, and I think | 
ought to say, in the first place, that the 
adviser to whom the Secretary of State 
naturally looks for local experience is the 
Minister or the Ambassador at the head 
of the embassy or legation in connection 
with which any particular difficulty may 
have arisen. I should be very sorry to 
admit, particularly in these days when 
the Foreign Office is in constant com- 
munication by the telegraph wire with 
its representatives abroad, that we 
should go behind the backs of those 
representatives and rely on experts 
called in ad hoc to advise the Foreign 
Office. But it is not only upon the 
embassies and legations that we are 
dependent. We make it a rule, so far as 
possible, to call into our councils any 


persons possessing local experience who 
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particular moment, when we have ex- 
tremely difficult negotiations—which no 
doubt my noble friend has in his mind 
—proceeding in China, we have had the 
advantage of calling into our councils. 
several gentlemen eminently qualified 
to give us advice. We have, for example.. 
at this moment in this country Sir 
Claude MacDonald, whose name I need 
only mention to convince my noble 
friend that we could not have a more 
expert and a better qualified advise1 
than he is; there is also Mr. 
Cockburn, who was for some time 
Chinese Secretary at Peking, and who 
came home to recruit his health, which 
suffered, [ am afraid, a great deal during 
the siege of the Legations. Amongst. 
other gentlemen who have been within 
reach within the last few months are 
Mr. Brenan, Consul General at Shanghai. 
and Mr. Hopkins, the Consul at Chifu. 
[ may also mention Mr. Jordan, our 
Minister at Korea, who was for a long 
long time employed at the Peking Lega- 
tion. Besides these official persons, we 
are constantly in the habit of keeping in 
communication with the mercantile and 
financial associations interested in the 
affairs of the Far East. We have been 
in touch with the Hong Kong and 
Shanghai Bank, and with the China 
Association, the representatives of which 
have been, I am glad to say, always ready 
to impart to us the valuable knowledge 
which they possess. I hope I have said 
enough to show my noble friend that we 
do not differ from him in principle, 
although we are not able to agree with 
what | understand to be his suggestion 
as to the best means of acquiring the 
advice of these local experts to whose 
opinions he, as we do, attaches very great 
importance. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN : I have to 
thank the noble Marquess for his cour- 


teous answer. With reference to the 
methods employed by His Majesty's 
Government for obtaining the best 


advice, I have at this moment no re- 
marks to offer; but it does seem 
extraordinary that in the office from 
which advice is sought on matters con- 
cerning the Far East there is no official 
who has served either in China, Japan. 
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-or His Majesty's colonies in the Far East. 
J think—— 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): I cannot help saying 
that we are getting extremely irregular 
in this House. The noble Lord has no 
right of reply. The rules of debate are 
becoming so absolutely departed from, 
and there is no saying to what extent 
the practice may go, that I feel it my 
duty to point out that the noble Lord 
is entirely out of order. 


EarL SPENCER: I agree with the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
that there has been a tendency to fall 
into the irregular practice of raising a 
debate on an answer to a question. 
Another irregularity is that of referring 
to speeches made in the House of Com- 
mons. There have been not only quota- 
tions from such speeches, but to-night 
the noble Earl the First Lord of the 
Admiralty has answered a speech in the 
House of Commons, and this may pos- 
sibly lead to representations in another 
place upon the irregularity. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN : | apologise 
for my irregularity. I am not satisfied 
with the reply of the noble Marquess, 
and will take a future opportunity of 
drawing attention to it. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—NUMBER OF 
BOE2 FORCES BEFORE THE WAR. 
Eart BEAUCHAMP ; My Lords, I beg 

to ask the Under Secretary of State for 

War if he will arrange for the further 

distribution of the report of the Intelli- 

gence Department upon the forces of the 

Boer Republic before the war, the supply 

of which has proved insufficient for the 

members of this House. This report has 
been extensively quoted from in the 
public press of other countries, and has 
also been reviewed in the press of this 
country, and referred to in debate by the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs. A few copies, | 
understand, have been placed in the 
library, but members have been unable 
to obtain copies. [ attach great import- 
ance to this document, because upon its 
accuracy and our conviction that it is 


Viscount Templetown, 














accurate must depend the confidence of 
the country in the efficiency of the 
Military Intelligence Department. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR INDIA (The Earl of Hardwicke): Ip 
the absence of the Under Secretary of 
State for War, I have been asked to reply 
to the noble Earl. The report in question 
was in a book, and kept secret until it 
fell into the hands of the Boers and 
became public. All the copies that could 
be collected in South Africa were collected 
and the book was made a Parliamentary 
Paper, and placed on the Table in dummy, 
Copies were placed, as the noble Earl has 
stated, in the libraries of both Houses, 
The question of the noble Earl amounts 
to a request that the book should be 
reprinted, and to this I am instructed to 
say that the Secretary of State con- 
siders that it would be a waste of time 
and public money, and he is unable to 
consent to the reprinting. He, however, 
has six copies left, and these he is per- 
fectly willing to distribute among 
members of both Houses. 


Earn SPENCER: I think more in- 
formation is required. We have often 
heard of the abuses of placing a Paper in 
dummy on the Table, but I have never 
heard of a much greater one than this, 
where a report intended as a Parlia- 
mentary Paper is placed on the Table on 
dummy, and only a few copies after- 
wards put inthe library. It is no answer 
to say that the printing would involve 
considerable expense. The report has 
been ordered as a Parliamentary Paper, 
and should be circulated in the same way 
as any other Paper would be circulated. 


THe Eart or HARDWICKE: I am 
afraid I cannot enter into the point 
raised by the noble Earl. I have only 
replied in the absence of my noble friend 
Lord Raglan, but I will communicate 
the tenour of his remarks to the Under- 
Secretary of State. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six o’clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 12th July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[Lords]. 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 


COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [Lords]. (By 
ORDER. ) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BOARD PROVISIONAL 
(BARNES) 


EDUCATION 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL | Lords]. 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 
teported, with Amendments ; Report 
tolie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SHIELDS BRIDGE BILL [Lords]. 


Xeported [Preamble not proved]; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP OQ). 


Sir ROBERT GUNTER reported from the 
Committee on Group O of Private Bills ; 
That, there being no business ready for 
their consideration, the Committee had 
adjourned till Tuesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 
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That they have agreed to,Amendments 
to King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Tramways Bill [Lords], without 
amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL. 





Petition from Stretford, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Norwich ; 
Llangollen ; and Keighley ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Seaton, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Frodingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CLERGY (WEST INDiES). 


Copy presented, of Return of the 
Amount payable on 5th January, 1901, 
out of the Consolidated Fund for Ecclesi- 





Report to lie upon the Table. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 
ELECTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL 
(Lords]. 

Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the 
Committee on the Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill 
{Lords}; That, on account of public 
engagements of Members of the Com- 
mittee, they had adjourned until Tuesday 
next, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to, Aldershot 


astical purposes in the West Indies [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Accounts presented, of all deposits 
received and paid during the year ended 
31st December, 1900, and of the Sum 
received and paid by the National Debt 
Commissioners on account of the Fund 
for the Post Office Savings Banks in the 
same year [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 262.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 








Gas and Water Bill, with Amendments. 
VOL. XCVII. [FourtH SErIEs.| 





[ordered 11th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] 
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to 
or 
te 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 263.] | 
| 
| 


EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION AT MESSRS. 
KYNOCH’S FACTORY, WORSBOROUGH 
DALE, NEAR BARNSLEY). 

Copy presented, of report by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief | 
rg ~spag of Explosives, to the Beoretary | trse of over 4,000 Boers who surren- 
of State for the Home Department , . se 

S ri é - |dered with General Prinsloo were de. 
on the circumstances attending an/| : 

eter own : 2 ported to Ceylon ; how many were other. 
explosion which occurred in the car-|+* .. 7s 

wise dealt with and where are they; 


tridge press house at the factory of | see - 
: ae where is al Prinslc y 
Messrs. Kynoch, Limited, at Wors-| |. teneral Prinsloo, and what are 
his present circumstances. 


borough Dale, near Barnsley, on the | 
25th May, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie | Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—BOER 
PRISONERS IN CEYLON. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): 1 beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state how many of the 


f ¥; ble. y NTOR 
upon the Table tHe WAR OFFICE (Lord Sranuzy, 
PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES acts, | Lancashire, Westhoughton): 3,515 
1879 AND 1884. | prisoners who surrendered, and General 


Return presented, relative thereto | Prinsloo, were deported to Ceylon. The 


[Address 9th July ; Mr. Jesse Collings] ; | remainder for various reasons, such as 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | old age, ill-health, ete., were not removed 
[No. 264.] 


'from South Africa. 


| Mr. O'SHEE: Will the nile Lord 
| answer the last portion of the question 
| with regard to General Prinsloo ? 

| 


POLLING DISTRICTS (SURREY). 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Surrey altering the 
Parliamentary Polling Place for Nutfield | 
Polling District [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Lorp STANLEY: | betieve he 1s at 


Colombo. 


| 

VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT. 
ATY SERIES (No. 5, 1901). | a 3 j 

eke eer |. he POLE Cleve, ©): 1 de 


Copy presented, of Convention between | 1.1 the Secretary of State for War, 


the United Kingdom and the United to whom I have given private notice of 


mates Of Americs tor the Mutual Ex- | the question, whether it is the fact that 
tradition of Fugitive Criminals. Signed | on the night after the Vlakfontein 
eg Washington, 13th - — 1900. | engagement the British forces retreated, 
eee exchanged at Wasumgton. | leaving their hospital and all thei 
soee aeen, 7° [by Command] ; to lie | wounded in the hands of the Boers. 
upon the Table. | 


a _ | Lorv STANLEY: My sight hon. 
wee er ee py Roy ences BY | friend has asked me to say that he has no 
ftps a | information on the subject. 


Caledonian Canal.—Copy of Ninety- | 
sixth Report of the Commissioners [by| Mr PILLON: 1 wish to ask the 


Act]; to be printed. [No. 265.] ‘noble Lord whether, in view of the 
| ample promise which he made yesterday 
RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTORS. | of inquiry into this question, he will ask 


Return ordered, “ showing, with re-| by telegraph for an answer to my ques 
spect to each Poor Law Union in the | tion. 
Metropolis, whether there is a_ paid) 
Religious Instructor (Roman Catholic} Lorp STANLEY: I am afraid that 
or Nonconformist) for the inmates of I cannot‘undertake to say that. But, as 
the workhouse or workhouse infirmary, my right hon. friend has promised that 
and what is the amount of the salary a full inquiry shall be made into the 
payable to each Instructor.”—(Mr. matter, I have no doubt that the answer 
Talbot.) to this question will be elicited by the 
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information which has already been] Mr. DILLON: I shall put it down for 
asked for. | Monday. 
} 
Mr. DILLON: That is not a fair} PROPOSED REVIEW OF RETURNED 
answer to my question. [Cries of | VOLUNTEERS. 
“Order!’"] I think I am entitled, as) Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham 
this is a very serious matter, to press the lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
noble Lord to say whether he will under-| Secretary of State for War whether 
take, on behalf of the War Office, to give | arrangements can be made to hold a 
the same treatment to inquiries from review in Hyde Park of Volunteers 
Members on this side of the House with who have returned to this country from 
regard to this unhappy affair as he has | active service in South Africa. 
already promised to the inquiries of hon. | 
Gentlemen opposite. | Lord STANLEY: The proposition of 
|the hon. Member shall have every con- 
Lord STANLEY: That can hardly sideration. ; 
apply. My right hon. friend, I am sure, | 
hs not the slightest intention to hide | LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 
anything which happened on this occa- | ae COMPANY—DISMISSAL OF EM- 
sion; and he will place the House in} noses 
possession of as full information as he | MR. BELL (Derby) : I beg to ask 
an in relation to every occurrence on the Secretary of State for the Home 
that dav. | Department if his attention has been 
‘ ; | called to the action of the London and 
Mr. DILLON: Why, then, will not! North Western Railway Company in 
the noble Lord promise that he will) dismissing a number of men from their 
inquire whether this all-important inci-| employment for giving evidence in one 
dent occurred ? of His Majesty’s High Courts of Justice, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That — se po et ag: ae Se ginger 
question has been answered. [National- | ca ap aren: Sungei 7 ith - 
ist cries of “ No.”] The noble Lord has 6th instant, to inquire into the cause of 


° ° e Pa ts aecIide ¢ or . « ve 
given an answer which he says is the only | Cs fatal a nt to 1 meer named 
answer he proposes to give. teorge Hearsum, employed by the same 


| company, at which the foreman of the 
[Cries of ‘¢ Order !”’] _jury complained of the difficulty of 
Mr. DILLON remained standing, | getting evidence when railway employees 
came there, and to the remarks of the 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It is impossikse for coroner in reference to evidence given by 
me to hear amidst this noise whether an official of the company ; and whether 
the hon. Member is rising to a point of he will take steps by legislation or other- 
order or not. wise to protect witnesses from being 
interfered with by their employers. 





§ Mr. DILLON: I claim a right to be’ 


heard on a point of order. What I| Tus UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
submit is that the noble Lord declined| FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
to answer my question. It is a very! Jesse CoLLincs, Birmingham, Bordes- 
simple question—namely, whether he will | ley): The Secretary of State’s attention 
undertake on behalf of the War Office | has not been specially called to the cir- 
to inquire by telegram whether the cumstances referred to in the first part 








illegations contained in my telegram are | of the question. It is, of course, of the 
true or not. i | utmost importance that witnesses should 

“') not be deterred from telling the truth 
‘Mx. SPEAKER: The noble Lord has: in courts of justice by fear of the conse- 
given the only answer which he pro-| quences,*and if the hon. Member will 
poses to give, and he has stated so. In| furnish the Secretary of State with par- 
those circumstances, if the hon. Member | ticulars of any cases in which this is 
desires further information, he must put | believed to have happened, he will con- 
down a question in the ordinary way. | sider the question further ; but he does 
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not think that a mere general statement | tions do not purport to affect the power 
by the foreman of a coroner’s jury, such | of charging. I shall be happy to send 


as that referred to in the question, is of 
itself sufficient ground for proposing any 
amendment of the law. 


WILLESDEN GOODS YARD— 
FATALITIES. 


of the Board of Trade if his attention has 
been called to the coroner’s inquest held 


my right hon. friend a copy ot the model 
regulations. 


LEYTONSTONE POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 
Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 


| to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President | 
given by the Bethnal Green Board of 


at the Vestry Hall, Willesden, on the 
6th instant, to inquire into the cause of a | 


fatal accident on the fourth instant to a 
fireman named George Hearsum, em- 
ployed by the London and North Western 
Railway Company; whether, seeing 


that the yard is badly lighted, and that | 


a number of men have been killed there, | 


he will arrange to hold an immediate 


inquiry into the matter; and can he 
state how many persons have been killed 
in this yard during the last ten years. 


THE BOARD 
BALFoUR, 


THe PRESIDENT or 
oF TRADE (Mr. Gerap 
Leeds, Central): I have ordered an 
inquiry into this accident. I will com- 
municate with the hon. Member, and 
give him the number of accidents, if 


ment Board if he can state the reasons 


Guardians for asking leave to enlarge 
the accommodation of their school at 
Leytonstone ; whether the number of 


children in the schools has decreased ; 


and if the Department have decided to. 
sanction the projected enlargement. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Bristol, S8.). J have recently 
authorised an addition to the infants’ 
school room at the Leytonstone schools 
at a cost not exceeding £683. This addi- 


‘tion, which will not involve any in- 
| crease in the number of children to be 


any, which are found on the Board of 


Trade records. 


CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY 
COMPANY. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheftie d, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he has given 
any decision or made any order pur- 
porting to disentitle the Chelsea Elec- 
tricity Supply Company from recovering 
an increased price per unit for current 
supplied to customers who have not con- 
sented to accept current at 200 volts in 
cases where the company have not offered 


to defray the expense of changing the 


voltage ; and, if so, where the text of 
such order or decision can be found. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade have issued amended 


regulations with respect to the changes’ 


of pressure by electric lighting under- | 
takers, which provide, in effect, that | 


when the regulations apply the under- 
takers must pay the reasonable costs of, 


or incidental to, a change of pressure on | 


consumers’ premises; but the regula. 


maintained in the schools, was proposed 
by the guardians on the ground that the 
schoolroom was quite inadequate for the 
proper accommodation of the infants. 
The number of children in the schools on 
the Ist of this month was 368, as com- 
pared with 407 on the corresponding 
day of last year. 


WAKEFIELD INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 
HOSPITAL. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): On behalf on the hon. Member for 
the Normanton Division of Yorkshire, I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
Wakefield Corporation have applied to 
the Local Government Board for sanction 
for a loan for the purchase of a site for an 
infectious diseases hospital for the use 


_of the city of Wakefield, and that this site 


is outside the city of Wakefield and 


|within the urban district of Stanley, 


where there is a growing urban popula- 
tion, and that the hospital is proposed 
to be placed in one of the best building 
districts of Stanley; and, seeing that 
objection is taken to the erection of the 


‘hospital by the inhabitants of Stanley, 
whether, before sanctioning the loan, 


he will cause special inquiry to be made 


‘as to whether there is a suitable site 
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for such hospital within the boundary 
of the city of Wakefield, or in places 
contiguous thereto, which are purely 
agricultural, and where there would be 
no interference with building develop- 
ment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A local in- 
quiry has recently been held by one 


ment Board with regard to an applica- 
tio for sanction to a loan for the pur- 
chase of a site for the proposed hospital. 
I have not at present received the in- 


when it comes before me I will give care- 


w in the latter part of the question. 


THE WHARTON COMMISSION. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is prepared to issue copies of 
the Report of the Wharton Commission 
to the House or to such Members as 
take an interest in the matter. 


Tae “VICE-PRESIDENT oF ‘HE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): As stated on 
March 21st, there was no Commission, 
but a Departmental Committee, and 


dential document, which it is not pro- 
posed to lay before Parliament. 





NORTH SLIGO FISHERIES. 


Mr. WILLIAM M‘KILLOP (Sligo, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | 


isaware that inconvenience, danger, and 
loss are occasioned to the fishermen 
of Fireragh, Magherow, and Innish- 
murray, 


Congested Districts Acts, will he call for a 
teport on the fishing industry in the 
places named, with a view to developing 
the fishing industry off the coast of 
North Sligo, and assisting the fishermen 
improve their cordition. 






Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
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af the inspectors of the Local Govern- | 


spector’s report as to the inquiry, but! 


ful consideration to the matters referred | 


the Report of the Committee is a confi- | 


Ireland, on the coast of North | Taxation Account under Section 


Sligo, owing to the want of safe and | 
adequate landing accommodation ; and | 


as these districts are scheduled under the | ‘ 


‘county in the past year on account of 
| 
|ment are not aware of any sufficient 
| reasons for an inquiry, such as suggested 


| in the question. 
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| fishing industry off this portion of the 
| coast of Sligo has engaged the attention 
| of the Congested Districts Board. There 
| are no natural facilities for constructing 
| safe landing places at a reasonable cost, 
| but improvements have been effected 
lat existing landing-places, and the 
| construction of a landing-place at Knock- 
| lane is now under consideration. 

| 


| KERRY RAILWAY AND HARBOUR 
GUARANTEES. 

| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
|W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will be prepared to institute 
an inquiry into the amounts paid by the 
|ratepayers of Kerry towards railway 
and harbour guarantees in the county ; 
and whether, considering the poverty 
of the county, nearly three-fourths of it 
being congested, he will take steps to 
relieve the ratepayers from the burdens 
imposed on them, by a readjustment of 
the rate of interest, and by such pay- 
|'ments towards the capital as shall on 
inquiry be found due to the county. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The only guarantee 
under which capital and interest are 
payable to the Commissioners of Public 
works is that in the case of the Tralee 
'and Fenit Harbour. The question of a 
readjustment of the rate of interest in 
this case, and of a remission of part of the 
capital, has already been under con- 
sideration by the Treasury, whose deci- 
sion was communicated to the harbour 
board. There are other undertakings in 
'respect to which local guarantees are 
payable by the county. In the case of 
two of these (the Headford and Kenmare 
and West Kerry Railways) the Treasury 
recoup the county half of the annual 
‘charges; this recoupment is distinct 
‘from the relief afforded out of the Local 
58 
(4) of the Local Government Act, 1898. 
Under the provisions of this section the 
um of £5,951 14s. 10d. was paid to the 


The Govern- 


railway and other charges. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman institute the 
| inquiry suggested in the question? 
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#Mr. WYNDHAM: [ am afraid I can 


add nothing to my answer. 


Questions. 


haiet, 4 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 


the right hon. Gentleman consent to 
receive any statements on the subject ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [am always glad 
to receive statements. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY HORSES. | 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I beg | 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Com- 
mandant Singleton, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary Depot, traftics in horses ; has 
he sold horses to newly appointed officers 
in the Constabulary, and will the Govern- 
ment secure that inferior officials of the 
Constabulary shall be allowed to buy 
their horses in the open market. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question has 
been referred to Mr. Singleton for his 
observations. He is at present absent 
from Dublin on special duty. He assisted 
the Inspector General in the purchase of 
horses, and it is probable he has done the 
same for subordinate ofticers at their 
request. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I shall repeat this 


question. 


LOANS TO IRISH TENANT FARMERS. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford. 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
is aware that it is not possible for tenant 
farmers in Ireland to obtain a loan for the 
building of dwelling houses from the 
Board of Works for a longer period than 
twenty-one years, and if he will endea- 
vour to have the period for such loans 
extended to forty-two years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Loans to tenants for 
dwelling houses under the 31st section 
of the Land Law Act, 1881, are repayable 
in twenty-two not twenty-one years. 
The period was fixed by the Treasury, 


and the Government has no reason for | 
hardly on | 


believing that it 


borrowers. 


presses 


MILLSTREET (CORK) LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES INQUIRY. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid) : I beg to | 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
what is the cause of the delay in 
the production of the Local Govern. 
ment Board inspector’s report on the 
inquiry under the Labourers Acts, which 
was held in January last, in connee- 
tion with the Millstreet Rural District 
Council, county Cork, and if steps 
will be taken to arrange for an early 
publication of the report. ; 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspector's 
report will be communicated to the 
rural district council on Monday vext. 


SLIGO COUNTY COURT APPEALS.» 

Mr. WILLIAM M‘KILLOP : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
can he state in how many cases within 
the five years ending 39th June, 1901, 
have appeals been made from the decisions 
of the county court judge of Sligo, and 
in how many cases have the decisions of 
his honour,been upheld on appeat. 

Tue > ATTORNEY {GENERAL , ior 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKriNson, Londonderry, 
N.): I am informed that 560 appeals 
were taken against the decisions ot the 
county court judge in the period men- 
tioned, of which 419 were upheld and 141 
were reversed. I beg to remind the hon. 
Member that these appeals are rehear- 
ings, on which additional evidence may be 
given, as of right, and almost invariably 
is given by both parties. 


TRIAL OF MR. P. IF. WALSH, J.P. 

Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in the case of alleged 
criminal conspiracy against Mr. P. F. 
| Walsh, Chairman of the Waterford 
County Council, and others, to be tried 
‘in the City of Cork, Mr. Seymour Bushe, 
K.C., has been retained as special counsel 
for the Crown ; can he state the circum- 
stances generally under which special 
counsel are retained in addition to the 
Law Officers of the Crown and the usual 
Crown Prosecutors for each county ; in 
how many criminal cases during the 
past five years special counsel have been 
brought in on behalf of the Crown, and 
whether there is anything to prevent 
the Irish Attorney General and Solicitor 
General from representing the Crown 
\in this case ; and will he say who decides 
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whether special counsel are to be retained | was introduced it was most anxiously 
for the Crown, and whether the fees | considered whether it would be possible 
payable are given as a separate item in | to apply its provisions to assizes, and for 
accounts furnished to Parliament. many reasons, which it is impossible to 
: state in answer to a question, it was 
Mr. “ATKINSON: Perhaps I should | decided that the Act could not be so 
reply to this question. Mr. Bushe has /| extended. The reply to the last question 
not been specially retained by the Crown is therefore in the negative. 
in this particular case, but owing to the 
unavoidable absence of the senior Crown} © WEXFORD COUNTY SURVEYOR. 
prosecutor for the county of Cork, Mr.| Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
Ronan, that gentleman’s briefs in all! ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
criminal cases have, by my directions, | whether his attention has been called to 
been transferred to Mr. Bushe. Special} the sworn admission of the Wexford 
counsel is retained when in the judgment | County Surveyor, at page 11 of Return 
of the Attorney General of the day it is| No. 149, ordered by this House to be 
desirable to do so. There is nothing to| printed on 2nd May, 1901, that he 
prevent one of the Law Officers repre-| obtained £50 a year for ten years by 
senting the Crown in this case, except that | presentment of the Wexford grand jury 
the crime is not of a sufficiently serious | for a clerk and office under Section 63, 
character, or the case of sufficient diffi- | of 6 and 7 Wm. 6, cap. 116, although in 
culty, and that they are engaged else-| fact he never kept a clerk or office ; and 
where on public business. I am not in a| can he explain why no notice has been 
position to give the number of instances | taken of the matter. 


in which special ¢ S F =| 
tained by ee Pocogg ‘angeles ni \. MR. ATKINSON : The hon. Baronet 
occurred in this case takes place in some | is, I think, in a better position to reply to 
pitts of Irland alesoik oveby cixeuit, _ this question than I am, inasmuch as | 
and notably at Limerick during the | believe he was a member of the particular 
present circuit. The reply to the last grand jury which he alleges overpaid 
paragraph is in the negative. this officer for many years. It was not a 
matter over which the Executive had 
WATERFORD ASSIZES. ‘any control, and it was a practice which 
Mr. O'SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief | the a ese tke was aware of it, 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | was bound to endeavour to prevent. 
Ireland whether he is aware that jurors} Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: So I 
were summoned to the assizes at Water- | should have done, had I known. 
ford just concluded from all parts of the | 
county, though no case was for trial ; | IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
and. in order to be present at the opening; Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Vice- 
ofthe assizes, it is necessary for jurors in | President of the Committee of Council 
some districts of the county to leave home l'on Education whether he can state 
the day before owing to want of railway |the date of the last Geological Sur- 
facilities ; and can he explain why steps! vey of Ireland, in which the mineral 
are not taken to notify jurors that their | deposits are given; and whether the 
attendance is not required at assizes, in| Government intend to afford any facili- 
the same way as in reference to quarter | ties for the development of such resources 
sessions when no criminal case stands | in Ireland. 


for hearing; and if an ¢ d t of 
g ibe ange waeeeate Sir J. GORST: The results of the 


the law is necessary, whether he would 
’ | 6 ; P A 5 
4 survey of the mineral districts of Ireland 


undertake to treat a Bill for the | 
as an unopposed Bill si i a Os? | are embodied in the maps published 


; |during the general survey of that 
Mr. ATKINSON: The explanation | country between 1845 and 1887; any 
why the practice at assizes and quarter | necessary revision of the maps as regards 
sessions is different is that the Quarter | the mineral deposits will be considered 
Sessions (Jurors) Act, 1897, does not|in connection with the drift survey, 
apply to assizes. At the time that sis) which is in progress. 
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COMMISSIONER OF IRISH LIGHTS— 
DISMISSAL OF CAPTAIN M‘COMBIE. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin co., 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if his attention has been called totheaction 
of the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
with regard to the dismissal of Captain 
Thomas M‘Combie on the 11th December, 
1899, on the alleged ground of ill-health ; 
is he aware that Captain M‘Combie had 
been for twenty-seven years in the 
service of the Commissioners, as was 
stated by them in a certificate of 25th 
September, 1900 ; can he state why such 
certificate was withdrawn ; and whether 
he will cause an inquiry to be held in the 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The officer 
referred to was the servant of the 
Irish Lights Commissioners, and not of 
the Board of Trade. That Department 
is not in a position to interfere. Their 
sole duty was to authorise the payment 
by the Commissioners to M’Combie of a 
pension on his retirement on the ground 
of ill-health, and this has been done. 


ARSENIC IN BEER. 

Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): On 
behalf of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Sleaford Division of 
Lincolnshire, I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he can state whether 
the Royal Commission now sitting has 
considered and completed an ad interim 
Report on that branch of their inquiry 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES), 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee: That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the 
following Fifteen Members in respect of 
the Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) 
Bill:—Mr. Archdale, Mr. Black, Mr. 
Lecky, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Mooney, 
Mr. William Moore, Mr. Morris, Mr. 
O’Dowd, Mr. O'Kelly, Mr. Price, Mr. 
William Redmond, Mr. T. W., Russell, 
Colonel Saunderson, Mr. Tully, and Mr. 
Wyndham. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


FINANCE}BILL. 


As amended, on consideration, to be 
printed. [Bill 262.1 


SUPPLY [15rxH Atrorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


CWIL SERVICE EsTIMATss. 1901-2. 
Class IV. 

~ Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £705,771 
(including a supplementary sum of 
£5,000), be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1902, for the Ex- 





which relates to arsenic in beer; and if 
so, is he able to say_when that Report 
will be presented. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am informed that an Interim 
Report may be expected in the course of 
next week from the Royal Commission 
dealing with that part of the reference 
which is connected with arsenic. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD VOTE. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he can now assign 
a date for the discussion of the Vote for 
the Local Government Board. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot give any further indication of the 
course of business than I have already 
given. ; 





penses of the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland, including a Grant 
in Aid of the Teachers’ Pension Fund, 
Ireland.” 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
The question which comes up for dis- 
cussion on these Estimates is probably 
one of the most important affecting Ire- 
land which can possibly engage the 
attention of the House of Commons, 
because it is no exaggeration at all to 
say that the well-being, happiness, and 
the prosperity of Ireland as a nation, it 
may almost be said the whole future of 
the Irish race, depends upon a proper 
system of primary education being given 
to Irish children. Sir, in our view, 
there is nothing in which England has 
been so guilty in the past in regard to 


' Ireland as in its neglect in this matter 
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of education in Ireland. At one time 
education was used as an instrument by 
England to proselytise the people ; it 
was used as an instrument to coerce the 
masses of the people of Ireland from 
their ancient religious beliefs, and, as 
we contend, education is being used in 
Ireland to-day as an instrument for the 
denationalisation of our people. On this 
Vote, which comes up for consideration 
this afternoon, we desire to enter our 
emphatic protest against the miscalled 
National Board of Education in Ireland. 
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We assert the Board is unrepresentative | 
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Up to 1831 no real effort had been made 
to attend to the educational wants of the 
masses of the Irish people. Therefore, 
it was only natural that wken this Board 
was appointed, though it was eminently 
unsatisfactory in its character and con- 
stitution, that the prelates of the Catholic 
Church, to which the great mass of the 
children to be dealt with belong, should 
have done their best to take advantage 
of the system and to make the best of it. 
Consequently, we find that the Catholic 
Archbishop, Dr. Murray, accepted a seat 
on the Board, and for many long, weary, 
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in its character, that: it is irrespon-|and patient years did his best to work 
sible, that it is anti-national, and the system with success. His Grace 
that it does not possess any single | continued his efforts until his death, but 
atom of the confidence of the great mass | all the time he was conscious of the abso- 
of the people for whom it is supposed to | lute failure of the system, and I am 
work ; and in addition to that we assert | certain that from Archbishop Murray's 
that this Board is incompetent, and has | day until Archbishop Walsh was ap- 
; 7 | . 3 
absolutely broken down in the working | pointed a member of the Board, that 


of the new system which has been in- 
augurated. The constitution of this 


Board is an anachronism; it has no| 


parallel in England or Scotland, or in 
any country in Europe; and therefore 
we call for its reform. We believe that 


the Irish people have suffered in patience, | 
and to a large extent indeed in silence, | 
long enough, and we believe that the time | 


has now come when the Irish people 
must make a united, determined effort 
to have the whole system and constitution 
of the Board systematically changed 
and reformed. 

Let me try, very shortly, to es- 
tablish some of the propositions I have 
laid down. I say that this Board is 
unrepresentative and irresponsible. The 


origin of this Irish Board of Education is | 


singular indeed. 
there are very many English or Scotch 
Members of this House who know that 
this Board was not created by an Act of 
Parliament. In the year 1831 it was 
called into existence by an administrative 
Act of the Lord Lieutenant of that day. 
The Chief Secretary of that time was 


Lord Stanley, who published a letter in | 
which he said that a Commission of un- | 


paid gentlemen had been appointed 


to carry on the work of education | 
in Ireland. That was the origin of | 
the Board, and from that day to this | 
that Board has carried on its work | 


I do not suppose that | 


| Board did not receive any confidence 
‘from any portion of the people with 
whom it had to deal. When Archbishop 
Walsh was appointed the Board did 
obtain, for a few years, a certain amount 
‘of confidence, because, although the 
people of Ireland knew how the Board 
was constituted, they also knew that in 
Archbishop Walsh they had a man in 
'complete sympathy with their senti- 
iments and cognisant of their wants, 
and so long as he remained on the 
Board they were willing to go on living 
in hopes that he would reform the 
system and turn it into an instrument for 
the good of Ireland. But now that 
Dr. Walsh has resigned his seat, every 
atom of confidence of the people in that 
Board has departed. In 1831, when the 
| Board was appointed, its constitution 
| was most extraordinary. It consisted of 
three gentlemen belonging to the Pro- 
testant Church of Ireland, two belonging 
'to the Protestant Dissenting Church, 
and two belonging to the Catholic Church. 
| That was the Board brought into exist- 
ence to look after the educational wants 
of the people of Ireland—five-sixths of 
whom were Catholics. At the present 
time, although the proportion has been 
changed, still it only stands at half 
Catholics and half Protestants, while the 
Catholic children to be dealt with are 
That in itself 


| nine-tenths of the whole. 





uncontrolled by any statute. The con-| is enough to rob the Board of the con- 
stitution of the Board itself is absurd. | fidence of the mass of the people of Ire- 
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land. As I have said, that Board, as at 
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present constituted, is a most extra-| another 


ordinary one. I would like to read out 
the names. The first is Lord Morris, 
who was an eminent Irish judge, but who 
no longer resides in Ireland, as he is now 
one of the Law Lords in England, and 
for whom consequently it is impossible 
to give that constant attendance and 
close attention necessary. Then there 
is Mr. Edmund G. Dease, a most estim- 
able Catholic country gentleman, who 
does not reside in Dublin, and who has 
no special educational qualifications to 
entitle him to be on the Board at all, and 
who, so far as I know, has no connection 
with the work of education. Next we 
have Sir Malcolm J. Inglis, a Dublin 
trader—a Scotchman I believe. I am 
not sure that we would not do better if 
we had some other Scotchmen on the 
Board in place of some Englishmen, and 
even of some Irishmen. But Sir Mal- 
colm J. Inglis has no real connection with 
education ; he is simply a Dublin mer- 
chant, and obtained his title for eminent 
services to the Unionist party. Sir 
Percy R. Grace is a most estimable 
gentleman, but his best friends will not 
claim for him that he has any possible 
educational qualifications to entitle him 
to a seat on the Board. Next there is 
Mr. James Morell, about whom I know 
very little, but I rather think he was 
un official of the Education Board 
at one time. There are Dr. Traill, 
Sir Rowland Blennerhassett, Sir T. 
Bellingham, another Catholic country 
gentleman, living in a distant part of 
Ireland, who has no educational qualifi- 
cations whatever, C. Palles, Lord Chief 
Baron, an exceedingly able judge, and 
who, I will take the liberty of saying, is by 
universal consent a most upright man. 

I may pause here for a moment 
to repeat the protest which has been 
tuade from these benches for twenty-five 
vears, since the days of Isaac Butt, 
against putting eminent judges on 
Boards of this kind, because they have 
other duties to perform, and cannot give 
the time necessary for the work. Then 
come the Rev. H. Evans, a Protestant 
clergyman ; his hon. Judge Shaw ; the 
Rev. Dr. Hamilton Wilson, a Protestant ; 
the most Rev. Dr. Walsh, who has now 
resigned ; Professor Dowden, Trinity 
College ; the Rev. Dr. Bernard, Trinity 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘ College; Dr. Archdale, Dr. Starkie, and 
judge, Mr. Justice Gibson, 
|The charge I make against the con- 
| stitution of this Board is that there 
‘are four judges upon it. That is an 
improper thing ; they should be attend- 
ing to their own business. The fact that 
they are able and upright judges is no 
| qualification for a seat on the Education 
Board. The rest of the Board is made 
up of business men, traders, and country 
| gentlemen, who, living out of Dublin, 
could not attend to the work of the Edu- 
cation Board. Out of the whole twenty 
gentlemen on that Board, to whom is 
entrusted what is called the national 
education of the country, there was only 
one Nationalist, the most Rev. Dr. 
Walsh, who has now resigned, so that 
this Board of Nationai Education 
at the present moment consists of 
nineteen gentlemen, amongst whom 
there is not a single representative of 
Irish national sentiment or opinion. 
Moreover, there is no_ representative 
element at all on this Board. These 
gentlemen are nominated by the Lord 
Lieutenant. It is equally true to say 
that it is an irresponsible Board. We 
have to vote the money necessary to 
enable them to carry on their work, but 
except for that it is not responsible to this 
House. It has no one to speak for it in 
the House. The Chief Secretary is not 
responsible. When questions are asked 
all that the Chief Secretary can do is to 
write to the Board for their statement, 
and put it before the House. That I am 
assured has no parallel in England or 
Scotland. The time has arrived in this 
country when it has been held right that 
the mass of the people, whose interests 
are at stake and who provide the money 
for education, should have some voice in 
the management of educational affairs. 
Here you have got school boards, and alse 
in Scotland ; and even in regard to the 
Board of Education in London an Act 
was passed a couple of years ago asso- 
ciating with that Board of Education a 
consultative council, not so representative 
in its character as we could wish, but still 
a consultative council upon which were 
put, from different educational esta- 
blishments in the country, a number of 
/men who by universal admission are 
eminently qualified to deal with educa- 
tional matters, so that in regard to the 
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central educational authority in the 
country you had made some effort to 
associate representatives with the nomi- 
nated members. I defy anyone to point 
to any country in Europe where there 
is a board of education, carrying on the 
work of education, constituted in the way 
that the Board of Education in Ireland is. 


I have said that this Board is thoroughly | 


anti-national. That is a serious accusa- 
tion to make against it, and if it is true 


that this Board is out of touch and sym-, 


pathy with the national feelings and the 
national sentiments of the masses of the 


people, it must stand to reason that it is | 
disqualified for the performance of its | 


duties. 

What, Sir, has been the history of this 
Board? It has from its very inception 
set itself apparently the deliberate policy 
of trying to deny to Ireland a knowledge 
of Irish history, and whatever small 
improvements may have been made 
recently are largely owing to the exer- 
tions of Dr. Walsh. The fact remains 
that during all the decades when it has 
been at work since 1831 it has excluded 
everything Irish—Irish history, Irish 
literature, and Irish poetry—as far as it 
was possible to do so from their thoughts, 
and while the young children of Irish 
peasants were taught English history, 
French history, and the glories of Spain 
in the olden days, they were taught 
nothing of the history of their own 
country until quite recently, and even 
at this moment, notwithstanding the 
improvements which have been made, 
grave cause of complaint still remains, 


and it is not only with reference to the, 


history of Ireland. The House is familiar 
from recent discussions that it is only 
within the last few months, by virtue 
of the vigorous agitation on foot in Ire- 
land, that we have been able to force 
the Board of National Education to 
permit Irish to be taught to young 
children, even in the Irish-speaking 
districts of the country. I say that this 
Board has been all through its career 
absolutely out of sympathy with the great 
masses of the people, and that it is anti- 
national. In my opinion the time has 
come when it is the duty of Ireland to 
grapple with the question of the consti- 
tution of the Board. It is no part of my 
business to sketch out any plan for that 
reform ; all I would say is, that I believe 


{12 Juty 1901} 
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| Ireland is entitled to have on the educa 
| tional authority which manages the 
education of children some representation: 
of the people. Whether that repre- 
sentation comes from county councils or 
in some other way it is not for me to say, 
but it is a ridiculous anachronism that the 
whole educational affairs of Ireland 
should be left in the hands of a body on 
' which the mass of the Irish people have: 
no representation at all. Now for years 
we have been in Ireland comparatively 
silent on all these matters. We have 
remained silent because, as I stated, we 
saw on that Board one man, at any rate,. 
who was in sympathy with the mass of 
‘the people, who understood their wants,. 
' and who, we knew, was making a gallant 
' battle for justice and right. During the 
' years that Dr. Walsh was on the Board 
| he performed most marvellous work ; 
‘he it was who practically initiated the 
| Manual Instruction Commission, on the 
| report of which the recent reform of 
primary education in Ireland has been 
very largely based. To him I attribute 
almost entirely the fact that the system 
of payment by results has been abolished, 
| and that a great reform has taken place 
in the system of education in the country. 
| And certainly to him is due the credit of 
having caused the Irish language to be 
taught, of the beating down of the: 
vigorous opposition he had to face in that 
Board, and of having succeeded in some 
degree in enabling the young children 
'of the country to learn the ancient lan- 
guage of their race. But the odds against 
| Dr. Walsh have proved too much for him, 
and he has now resigned his position on 
| the Board in despair and in disgust, and 
' with him, as I stated before, all confidence 
in this Board has absolutely disappeared. 
|The circumstances that surround the 
| resignation of Dr. Walsh prove to demon- 
| stration that the whole Education Office 
| has broken down. The circumstances 
‘disclose the most extraordinary state of 
|chaos, confusion, and incompetence. 
| They prove the utter hopelessness of 
reforming this body from within, and 
it is necessary for me to place before 
the Committee, as shortly as I can, 
the circumstances which have compelled 
him at last to throw up his task 
in despair. If he has failed in his 
attempt to turn this into a useful instru- 
ment of education, the fault certainly 
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is not with him. 
and he has shown admittedly extra- 
ordinary ability, industry, and devotion, 
and the moral of the whole transaction 
is that, if he resigns in despair, it means 
that the whole system is doomed as hope- 


less. 


Now, Dr. Walsh‘s chief charge, upon 


which he has severed his connection | 


with the Board, is only one of many 
instances which he has assured us he 
could produce, but the charges he has 
put forward are in themselves sufti- 
ciently great and extraordinary to war- 
rant us in making here to-day a united 
-demand for an immediate public inquiry. 


in the names 
without their knowledge and without 
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He has been patient | fore, that the average of the three years 
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income was to be taken rather as an 
expedient and a temporary arrangement, 
subject, where complaint was made, to 
inquiry into special circumstances when 
they were alleged to exist. Now it 
turned out, as a matter of fact, that 
; about 2,700 of the 13,000 teachers did 
make this claim for special consideration 
/—a large number, it may be said, but I 
do not think it is an unexpectedly large 
number. I do not take the view at all 
that the officials were justified in 
thinking that there would be less than 
| two or three thousand special claims out 


| of the 13,000. At any rate, there is the 
The chief charge which the archbishop | fact that 2,700 made claims “4 special 
made is this—that misleading, inaccurate, | Consideration. What happened? These 
and unauthorised letters on matters | Claims were never brought before the 


deeply affecting the rights of thousands | Board. Not a single one uf them. But 
of teachers in Ireland have been issued | 2 Subordinate official in the office—I may 


of the Commissioners | 


their authority, wrongly interpreting | 


the rules that they themselves had laid 
down, and falsifying the public promises 
‘they had given. Now, that is a very 
serious charge. Let me explain exactly 
what occurred. When the system of 
paying teachers by results was abolished, 
it was necessary immediately to form 
some basis whereby the payments could 
be made for the period immediately 
following the change. There were 
13,000 of these teachers in Ireland, and 
it was promised both in and out of Parlia- 
ment that under the new system they 
would obtain salaries equal to their 


mention his name, because it does come 
out in the documents which have already 
been published—a Mr. Young, who is 
what is called Assistant Financial Secre- 
tary, on his own responsibility and with- 
out the authority or the knowledge of the 
Board, took it upon himself to sift these 


applications, and put on one side a few 


of them, a hundred or so, which he 
thought deserving of consideration, and 
to write letters from the office in the 
names of the Commissioners to the 
remaining cases, saying that the Com- 
missioners could not and would not con- 
sider their claims. A more preposterous 


| proceeding was never heard of, and it 


incomes under the old system, and in | 


order, therefore, accurately to determine 
how much the new income would be, it 
was necessary to make 
calculation in each case, because the 
remuneration under the system of 
payment by results could not be ascer- 
tained all in a day. It was most pro- 
perly and wisely decided to take the 


average income received by these teachers | ; 
WEEE et . " | that these official letters to which I refer seem 
for the three years preceding the change, | 


-and to pay them that, but of course it 
was obvious to everybody that if that 
were made a hard and fast rule, it would 
work injustice in innumerable cases, and 
the Board, very properly, made a proviso 


that in every case where a special claim | 


was made for equitable consideration of 
the circumstances, that consideration 
would be given by the Board, and, there- 


Mr. John Redmond. 


an elaborate | 


was not until Dr. Walsh began to receive 
from some of these applicants complaints 
that they had been treated in this way, 
and copies of the letters, that he, as one 
of the Commissioners, learned for the 
first time of what was going on. This 


‘is a matter which affects the good faith 


and honour of the Commissioners, and I 
would like to be allowed to read to the 
House Dr. Walsh’s own points— 

“T want to point out as shortly as I can 


to me to have been written by persons wholly 
unacquainted with the rules of the Board. 
Acting as an individual Commissioner of 
National Education, I have done my best to 
put a stop to sending out such letters. The 
Resident Commissioner, I feel confident, has 
done his part, but seems to be as powerless in 
this matter as his colleagues on the Board.” 


Nothing remained, therefore, but to 
call public attention to the state of affairs, 


and accordingly the archbishop adopted 
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that course. In an interview which the this was a trivial error of judgment. The 
archbishop gave to a pressman, he statements in that memorandum in- 
expressed himself even more strongly on vest this whole matter with a still greater 
the subject, and, replying to the allega- | gravity than it was invested with by 
tion that the letters were authorised by the difference of opinion as to the action 
the Board, said— | of this official by the archbishop, because 

« Anyone of common intelligence ought to|it is clear now that although the. 
be able to see that that story is the merest Commissioners, when Archbishop Walsh 


fiction. It is a very oe oe 4 was on the Board introducing this new 
igen: Foggia By vas a. the. wd i; system, declared that cases in which the 
unauthorised. But that is only a sample, an Commissioners might deem it inequitable 


illustration, of the state of confusion in which | to fix the future income on the basis of 
we are now placed.” ‘the average income for the past three: 
I say that this state of things dis-| years would be specially considered, 
closes a state of chaos so complete, and they were now apparently anxious to 
points to interests imperilled so great, recede from that position and to pretend 
that the Archbishop of Dublin, if I! that the teachers who claim equitable 
may be allowed to jsay so, was bound consideration are not under the terms 
to resign his position on that Board, and | of that promise entitled to have their case 
bound to make the demand for a public considered by the Board or mentioned 
inquiry, as he did. tothe Board. In my opinion that raises 

What have the Board done in this a grave and important question. It 
matter ! They had issued one of the most | affects the salaries to be received by 
extraordinary official documents I have | more than 3,000 teachers of Ireland, 
ever read. They issued on Thursday a} and if the archbishop had no other 
memorandum in answer to the charges | justification for his resignation than 
of the archbishop, and, in compliance | his determination to protect the interests 
with a request made by one of my hon. | and just rights of these 3,000 teachers 
friends, they had condescended to pro-|[ think he would have earned the 
duce a copy of the minutes they passed | gratitude of every just man by his 
dealing with this matter. I will say action. The minutes passed by the- 
in one word what the defence wasas put Board were of the most extraordinary 
forward in that precious memorandum. | character. They show that at one 
Their defence was an admission of the} time the Board were inclined to censure 
offence. In this memorandum they ad- the official who was guilty of these 
mitted the offence, and they put forward | malpractices, because I find that, on 
the miserable plea that they were over-|the 18th June, the archbishop gave- 
worked, and had so many thousands of | notice of a motion really of the most 
letters to attend to, and they used the | innocent and lenient character, to the 
phrase that if a subordinate official did | effect that, wherever an inaccurate and 
improperly interpret the rules, and make | misleading statement had been sent out 
statements he had no right to make | by this official, in every such case the 
in the name of the Commissioners, after | same official should write a letter in- 
all his offence was a venial one. [The | forming the recipient that the letter was 
hon. Member then read the memo-|to be withdrawn on the score of in- 
randum, and continued]: In a_/ accuracy, and substitute for it a letter 
serious matter of this kind I never) written strictly in accordance with the 
read a more trivial and indeed aj rules of the Board. On the archbishop 
more impudent defence. Here is a) being heard on the matter that motion 
case where a subordinate official has, in| was passed. The minutes go on_to- 
the name of the Commissioners, without | say that after a statement by the Arch- 
their knowledge and without their, bishop of Dublin and subsequent dis- 
authority, been giving decisions on cases | cussion it was agreed that the Resident 
submitted to them in direct contra-| Commissioner should convey to Mr. 
diction of the most solemn assurance! Young the views of the Commissioners 
given by the Commissioners themselves | in regard to his functions as Financial 
to the teachers when the new scheme} Assistant Secretary, and that measures 


! 


was' introduced, and we are told that} be taken to secure that, in notifying 
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the income fixed by the Department for 
the various teachers under the new 
rules, the managers be made aware 
that the Commissioners have power to 
consider specially cases in which, in 
their judgment, any of the new rules, 
36 to 42, would operate inequitably. But 
when the minutes come to be examined, 
at the next meeting of the Board, at 
which the archbishop was not present, 
the Lord Chief Baron moved the follow- 
ing Amendment— 

‘“‘That the views referred to in the minute 
be stated explicitly, and, further, that Mr. 
Young be directed in the future to send out 
the cireular settled by the Resident Commis- 
sioner. 

That Amendment was defeated by a 
considerable majority of the Board. At 
the next meeting of the Board (2nd July) 
a letter was received from the arch- 
bishop, which he asked should be inserted 


in the minutes. In that letter the arch- 
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bishop purported to give an account of 

what took place at the first meeting, and 

he said that it was agreed amongst other | 
things— 

“That the Financial Assistant Secretary | 
‘should be informed that the view taken by 
him of his official duties, as stated in his 
printed memorandum to the Resident Com- 
missioner, was incorrect, and that he was not 
justified in taking the course which in that 
memo. he “ maintained ’’ that he was justified 
in taking, namely, keeping back from the con- 
sideration of the Commissioners, and acceding 
on his own authority, case, in which special 
consideration by the Commissioners was claimed 
under Rule 43.” 





That letter was inserted in the minutes | 


at the request of the archbishop, but a | statements. 


most insulting Amendment was put side | 
by side with it. On the motion of Dr. 
Bernard it was decided— 


“That the Board, while entering the arch- 
bishop’s letter ‘on their minutes at his Grace’s | 


from his Grace’s statement that an “agree- 
ment” was arrived at by the Board of June 
18, as to the point in his Grace’s letter. No 
such resolution as to the conduct of the 
Financial Secretary as is indicated by his 
Grace was passed by the Commissioners; nor | 
was any suchcensure on that officer approved | 
formally or informally by the Board of June | 
18. The Commissioners do not feel it 
necessary or desirable to criticise the arch- 
bishop’s letters on other points, but they are 
not to be taken as agreeing with his Grace’s 
sentiments because they do not explicitly state 
that they dissent from them.” 


That is to say, they declared that the 
first Amendment of the 18th June with 


Mr. John Redmond, 
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reference to Mr. Young was not a vote of 
censure upon him, and that the arch- 
bishop’s contention on it was wrong. 
Under these circumstances it seems te 
me there was no course open to the 
archbishop except to resign his position 
on that Board. This, however, is not 
the only instance the archbishop gave 
of the incapacity and mismanagement 
of the Board. Another circular was 
issued, signed by the two secretaries of 
the Board, to all the vacant schools 
throughout the diocese of Dublin and 
probably throughout the whole country. 
The archbishop’s attention was called 
to this circular, and on making inquiries 
he found that though it had been issued 
in the secretaries’ names, the secretaries 
had never seen or signed it, and of course 
had never approved it. What was the 
defence the Commissioners set up in the 
memorandum ? They said it was ridicu- 
lous to make a mountain out of a mole- 
hill—it was only a clerical error which 
might occur in any office, and which it 
was only natural would occur in an 
office overburdened as this office was by 
the putting of the new scheme into foree. 
In the first place they said that this was 
an isolated copy of the circular obtained 
by the archbishop, and that there had 
been a mistake in that particular circular, 
that the name of Seamour, the old secre- 
tary, whose name appeared in this old 
form, had been struck out and the name 
of the new secretary put in. I hold in 
my hand a telegram from the archbishop 
which traverses every one of those 
It says— 

“The Commissioners’ extraordinary docu- 


ment committing them to statements on 
matters quite outside their knowledge is hope- 
| lessly inaccurate. 
convent circular. 
€ Lutes Ss ul the blunder as a chance clerical error is not 
request, desire to place beside it their dissent | try, 


Take one specimen—the 
Theimplication representing 


It must have been assumed that I had 


got only one copy and that this excuse could be 
safely made. I have now 
copies of the circular sent to convents of the 
diocese, issued even in different months, and 
the same stupid blunder is in all. 
the explanation given about printed forms and 
erasure and substitution of signatures is quite 
inapplicable. 
typewritten, not printed, including the various 
dates and the secretaries’ signatures without 
erasure or substitution. 
Commissioner the first of themthat I got. He 
should therefore know the statement in the 
memorandum is untrue. Besides, my published 
letter of the 2nd July distinctly stated that the 
circular is typewritten. As to 
Lemas, you may quote the following, written 


here numerous 


Moreover, 


All the copies I have here are 


I showed the resident 


Secretary 
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to me on the 22nd of June, pleading illness :— 
‘T have not been able to send you a full memo- 
randum of the clumsy method of payment of 
the convents adopted as a short cut last year, 
and on the most extraordinary circular issued 
in Mr. Hamilton’s name and my name without 
any sanction or knowledge on our part, and the 
still more extraordinary manner in which the 
circular was filled.” 

Besides the testimony of the archbishop, 
there is that of the Secretary “ Lemas ”’ 
himself. He writes to the archbishop 
complaining of the issue of those extra- 
ordinary circulars, and stating that 
they were issued without his sanction, 
and that he did not know of them. 
The whole system has broken down, 
and now that the one man who seemed 
capable of getting any good out of it has 
departed, the Irish withdraw all their 
confidence from it, and Parliament has 
now to consider the question of how this 
body could be reformed by introducing 
into it a representative element. The 
case 1 have detailed is ample justifica- 
tion of this reform. I know that in 
daiming this reform we will have to 


work for it, and perhaps wait for it, | 


but I hope the Irish people will 
take an opportunity now to commence 
an agitation which will make the 
reform absolutely necessary in the near 
future. The claim I put forward to- 
day, for which I want satisfaction 
here and now, is not the reform of this 
body, but that the Chief Secretary will 
grant an immediate, searching and public 
inquiry into this matter. A great 
educational crisis has arisen in the 
Education Office of Ireland. In dealing 
with Dr. Walsh we are not dealing 
with an ordinary man. Dr. Walsh 
is the most capable, the best qualified, 
the best and most devoted of all Com- 
missioners, and his resignation means the 
final and complete breakdown of that 
body. I do not know what the right 
hon. Gentleman is going to say, but I 
think he will agree that Dr. Walsh’s 
loss is irreparable, and it will be 
impossible without a searching inquiry 
to continue this Board, discredited in 
Ireland to-day by the fact that the one 
man who ever got any good out of it 
has resigned. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man has any regard for the Irish people 
whom he has been sent to rule in his 
own land, or for Irish education, his 
course to-night is plain. His bounden 
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duty is to grant the inquiry that is 
demanded of him, so that in a public, 
searching, and open inquiry the truth 
can be sifted, and the interests of 
Irish education safeguarded. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
‘That Item A (Salaries and Wages) be 
reduced by £1,000.°-—(Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 38.) 
said that with regard to the first portion 
of the speech of his hon. and learned 
friend he almost wholly agreed. The 
history of education in Ireland had been 
of a rather chequered nature, and a sad 
business. It was at one time a penal 
offence to admit Roman Catholics to 
education at all, and that was not long 
ago. Before the National Board was 
instituted the Irish people had the choice 
of either being educated at the hedge 
school or not at all, and the clergy and 
gentry went abroad for their education. 
Lord Stanley's idea of forming a great 
national system was in his opinion one 
of the happiest things of the time. 
It was one of the first symptoms that the 
Government realised that they had 
some duty towards the people of Ireland. 
After seventy years experience—because 
it had practically been in operation that 
period—friend and foe alike would 
admit that it had done a great work for 
the country. It might have been foun- 
ded on a wrong basis according to some ; 
it might have been indifferently ad- 
ministered according to others; but no 
one would deny that the work done 
had been a great work, and spoke well 
for Lord Stanley's memory. When it 
was founded it started under happy and 
fair auspices. He agreed with every- 
thing the hon. and learned Gentleman 
had said about Dr. Murray, the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop at that time. Every 
man who chose to look into the history 
of the period would find that, where- 
ever there was anything to be done for the 
good of Ireland, Dr. Murray was in the 
work ; and it was a very happy thing 
indeed that Lord Stanley found in the 
Catholic Archbishop of Dublin of that 
day a willing coadjutor in the scheme. 
Dr. Whately, the Protestant Arch- 


bishop of Dublin, who was immensely 
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in advance both of his time and 
people, joined the Board, although 
most of his own people were hos- 
tile to it. Dr. Carlisle, who was a 
Presbyterian Minister in Dublin—a man 
of wide sympathies—also took a seat at 
the Board, and it would be admitted 
from the first the Presbyterians had 
been the strongest supporters of the 
mixed system. He had stated that it 
was started under somewhat happy and 
fair auspices. Now he was going to 
speak perfectly plainly. Hon. Members 
might not agree with him, but they 
must agree to differ. He came to pretty 
much the same conclusion as his hon. 
and learned friend, but by his own way. 
It must be perfectly plain to the Com- 
mittee that the system worked fairly 
well so long as Archbishop Murray 
represented the Catholics of Ireland. A 
complete change took place in the system 
when Archbishop Cullen arrived in 
Dublin from Armagh. The whole of 
what would be called the liberalism of 
Archbishop Murray vanished, and the 
undiluted ultramontanism of Cardinal 
Cullen took its place, and from that day 
down to the present time the sys- 
tem had undoubtedly worked with 
much friction. Model schools were 
attacked, the training college was looked 
at askance, and altogether a_ differ- 
ent system began to prevail. Well, 
the system was never accepted by the 
Catholics as an ideal system. The 
Catholics of Ireland, as the Catholics of 
England, demanded a religious basis for 
education. They demanded more. They 
were in favour of the teaching of dog- 
matic Christianity. He knew their 
standpoint, and, living in a Catholic 
country, he had learned to appreciate it. 
He was a member of the Birmingham 
Education League, but he had learned 
that Catholics had as much right to 
govern their own country in education 
as the English people had. The Catho- 
lies accepted those schools, not as their 
ideal in education, but because at the 
time it was a great step towards any 
education at all, and because, under the 
circumstances, it was the best thing they 
could get. That was a different thing ; 
and they ought to remember, though a 
section of English people did not always 
remember it, that the system was a 
compromise from the first, and was a 
compromise now, and if it broke down 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


Supply—Civil 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 28 


(the National Board must go out of 
| existence. 

He agreed entirely with the hon. 
and learned Member with regard to. 
the character and constitution of the 
Board. It was an evil habit in Ireland 
to put judges upon everything. He 
must not be taken as saying anything 
against the judges on the National 
Board, for whom he had great regard 
and respect ; but it was one of the evil 
habits of the English Government in 
Ireland to place judges upon all these. 
nominated boards. Judges on the 
National Board was a peculiarly bad 
development of that habit, and for this 
reason. The question of education in 
Ireland, as in England, was a poiltical 
one. What business had the Irish 
judges to be in politics at all? What 
right had they to be travelling up 
the backstairs of Dublin Castle? A 
judge appointed to the. Bench should 
stick to his own job; he was well paid 
| for it, and had precious little to do in 
Ireland. Let him avoid the thorny 
political issues which arose in nothing 
half so much as in the education of the 
people of Ireland. In their own time 
there had been trouble about the Chris- 
tian Brothers. The judges intervened 
in these purely political issues, and had 
to take a stand on one side or the other. 
He asserted, not only as regarded the 
National Board, but as regarded all 
boards in Dublin, that the judges should 
be cleared out bag and baggage to do 
their own work. He was told by the 
right hon. Gentleman that some judges 
did two days’ work in one, but he would 











soon settle that if he were allowed to 
alter the rota. In any event, it was the 
most wasteful way of employing judges 
to put them on those boards. He agreed 
with his hon. and learned friend that 
with the exception of Professor Dowden 
there was no recognised educationist on 
the National Board. He certainly did 
not think that Professor Traill was an 
educationist. He was too much occupied 
with the compulsory sale of land to take 
any interest in education, and the last 
place he was fit for was the Board of 
Education. He agreed that the whole 
system was radically wrong. The Board 
declined to teach history. When he was 
younger he often wondered why; but 
since studying the history of Ireland he 
had come to the conclusion that there 
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were very good reasons for it. For took to act as a court of appeal and to 
seventy years after the Union between recommend such cases for, what is 
the two countries the history of Ireland called in ordinary language, the con- 
was a history of neglect and oppression, | sideration of the Treasury. He should 
and the lives of the people were one long- | not like to be subject to the considera- 
drawn-out misery. He could now under- | tion of the Treasury, but that was what 
stand why history was not taught. As | occurred. Something like 3,000 appeals 
for the Irish language, did the Board | came in. He put it to the Committee—- 
help in its revival ? Not in the slightest. | was it to be supposed that those 3,000 
(lasses for the teaching of Irish were | appeals were to be taken into the Board 
being formed all over his own consti-| room, where twenty gentlemem met 
tuency, and he rejoiced in it. It might | once a week, and that the Commissioners 
do a little good ; it could not possibly do | themselves were to adjudicate on every 
any harm, and so far as Archbishop| one of them? Did anyone imagine 
Walsh’s efforts to revive the Irish that that would be done in similar 
language were concerned, he hoped they | circumstances in any Department of the 
would continue and extend. Having| State. He would tell the hon. and 
agreed with his hon. and learned friend | learned Gentleman what took place in 
so far, he was afraid he must part com- | many instances. As in the case of the 
pany with him on the issue as it affected | Financial Secretary to the National 
what was called the “ office.” What | Board. powers were delegated to heads of 
had been taking place for the last year or | departments. It did not follow. for 
eighteen months in Ireland? A great! example, with reference to everything 
and beneficent revolution had taken} that went out with the signature of the 
place, some of which was due to the | Secretary to the Local Government 
work of Archbishop Walsh. Anyone} Board, that he had ever seen it. Hun- 
who was inside a public department | dreds of circulars and replies went out 
knew what that meant as regarded | every week which the secretary, not to 
the staff. He had the felicity of serving | speak of the Local Government Board, 
ina public department for five years, and i never saw. It was done on the follow- 
ifanyone had gone into theLocalGovern- | ing principle. All matters of routine 
ment Board after the passing of the were dealt with in the sub-department 
Local Government Act of 1888 or of| where thev arose. and letters were 
1894, and had seen the state of that sent out, which were never seen by 
office and the difficulty that existed in| the secretary of the Board. He was 
carrying out the intentions of Parlia-| giving hon. Members his own experience. 
ment, he would realise what had been) Other questions, not of routine, but 
going on at the office in Marlborough | involving matters of principle, which had 
Street during the last twelve months. | heen settled by precedent, were dealt 
It was important to remember that the | with by the head of the department, and 
work of the Financial Secretary had been | Jetterswere sent out regarding them which 
delegated to him by the Board. ‘the Secretary never saw, although in all 

A great Department of State could not probability his signature was attached 
be worked on the principle laid down to them. There were other questions in- 
by his hon. and learned friend. What volving difficulty or doubt on matters 
had happened here? An_ alteration | of policy, and the replies regarding these 
was made in the method of pay-) should be submitted at least to the secre- 
ing 13,000 teachers, and they could tary, and very often it was the Parlia- 
not be kept out of their salaries| mentary representative of the depart- 
while matters were being discussed | ment who decided them. He put it to 
between the Treasury and Marlborough hon. Gentlemen opposite—could 3,000 
Street. A plan had to be devised, and appeals*be dealt with by the Commis- 
the Commissioners took the average of | sioners themselves! In this case there 
the previous three years, and they stated | were 3,000 letters from teachers. Arch- 
that if cases occurred in which that bishop Walsh himself said that the 
would not be an equitable settlement, teachers commenced writing to the 
there would be an appeal to the Com- | Commissioners individually, a very bad 
missioners, and the Commissioners under- | habit, and they wrote a larger number 
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probably to Archbishop Walsh than to|that it was not an inquiry that was 


any other Commissioner, and what did | 


Archbishop Walsh say in regard to these. 


appeals? He stated that in nearly 
all the cases in which appeals had been 
made to him there was nothing in 
the appeal. [Mr. WynpHam: Hear, 
hear.] The Financial Secretary went 
through these three thousand cases of 
appeal with patience, went through 
every one of them, separated them one 
from the other, reserved something 


required; it was a _ revolution. ie 
imagine twenty men, even the most 
eminent men in the world, and these 
were not, sitting in a back room jn 


Marlborough Street, whom no one dare 


ask what it was they were doing. 


Their 
proceedings were private, and no one, 
not even the House of Commons— 


except of course when the Vote came up 


like 300 to come before the Resident | 


Commissioner, and he, on his own initia- 
tive, believing either that the question 
was settled by precedent or that there was 
really nothing in the appeals, as Arch- 
bishop Walsh said, decided these cases. 
Now that was a matter that would be 
treated in precisely the same way in any 
State Department in England or Scot- 
land. He desired to speak with every 
respect for Archbishop Walsh and of his 
work on the Board, but he did not think 
his Grace should ever have been on the 
Board, and, taking the case stated in the 
newspapers and in this Blue-book, he 
did not think his Grace had made out 
his case for a public inquiry. As to the 
vircular in regard to convent schools, i 

was quite clear that a mistake was made, 
but mistakes had been made in every 
great Department, but this was not a 
ease which, in his opinion, need be met 
by an inquiry. He wished to make 
that perfectly clear. 

He thought, however, that on general 
grounds the case against this Board was 
overwhelming. His difficulty was that 
the system was founded upon a mixed 
the fundamental rule for seventy 
being that there must be com- 
bined secular and separate religious 
instruction, and what he lamented 
was that his Grace should ever have 
taken a seat upon the Board, the funda- 
mental principle of which he was not in 


basis, 
vears 


harmony with. It was well known 
that the Catholic clergy throughout 


Ireland were in favour of religious educa- 
tion. They had a right to believe in it, 
and they had a right to have it ; but he 
could not understand how the archbishop 
came to take a seat on the Board to 
administer a system of which he did not 
approve, and of which he was one of the 
leading opponents. That was his diffi- 
culty. 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


Let him frankly state his belief | 


—had any control over them. The 
only parliamentary control was in the 
discussion of this Vote; and as only 
three days were given for Irish Supply, 


to discuss this Vote meant sacrificing 
the discussion on others, though there 
were scandals without number. England 


asserted the right to govern Ireland, 
but did not allow Irish Members the 
opportunity to discuss the methods of 
government. He submitted that this 
Board was not brought into existence 
by Act of Parliament. The Chief Seere- 


tary could not demand information 
from the Board; he must * request” 
information, and they could refuse to 


grant it. The whole thing was monstrous. 
They were in the House of Commons as 
the representatives of the Irish people, 
and Ireland would never be governed as 
it ought to be until those who adminis- 
tered the Government recognised that 
the representativesof the people were their 
masters and not their servants. He did 
not choose to go on bended knee to the 
National Board of Education and 
“request ’ information. They ought to 
receive it as a right. 


The truth was, this Board was an 
effete institution. He was ahead of 
his hon. and learned friend for once, 


and was not sure that he attached much 
weight to his suggestion of popular repre- 
sentations on the Board. He was for 
sweeping away the whole of them. Why 
not have in Ireland an Education Depart- 
ment, as there was in Scotland and in 
England? Just fancy if there was a 
Minister of Education sitting on the 
Front Bench what a revolution it would 
make in six months—better still if he 
were an Irishman. ‘This institution had 
done its work. He gave it credit for all 
it had done. They lived and learned; 
and things were not exactly to-day what 
they were seventy years ago in Treland, 


‘and not what they were going to be ten 


years hence. The sooner this Govern- 


985 


ment 1 
anew | 
were 1 
discussi 
univers 
stantiat 
Gentler 
the bet 
they w 
discussi! 
as a ha 
the ben 
these ef 
nated 
All that 
given t¢ 
Trel: 
to keep 
it was a 
must hi 
instead 
hoard. 
not sure 
agree W 
ot the | 
was a g 
moment 
Ireland t 
conferrec 
governm 
sphere. 
Departm 
and schov 
Members 
held his 
clearly. 
(atholies 
was a sch 
‘ountry, 
the water 
People go 
controver 
vlution 
elieve th 
In time 
would see 
to solve t] 


Mr. TE 
W.) said t 
vith the. 
South Ty 
had said t 
lad made 
naintaine 
tad made 
lor an ing 


Board of | 











284 


was 
Just 
most 
these 
n in 
dare 
Their 
one, 
ns— 
1e up 
The 
| the 
only 
Pply, 
icing 
there 
sland 
land, 
- the 
ds of 
this 
tence 
ecre- 
ation 
est” 
se to 
rous. 
ns as 
-ople, 
ed as 
ninis- 
that 
their 
e did 
o the 
and 
ht to 


is an 
id of 
once, 
nuch 
‘epre- 
s for 
Why 
part 
id in 
yas a 
| the 
vould 
if he 
1 had 
or all 
ned ; 
what 
‘land, 


e ten 


vern- 











985 Supply—Civil {12 Juty 1901} Service Estimates. 286 


ment made up their minds that there was | for South Tyrone had spoken of the 
anew life throbbing in Ireland, that they | good work accomplished in Scotland by 
were not going to spend their lives/the school boards, but he would remind 
discussing King’s oaths or Catholic | the hon. Gentleman that the case of Scot- 
universities, or doctrines of transub-| land was different from that of Ireland. 
santiation, and whether certain hon. | What the Irish people wanted was the 
Gentlemen were idolators or otherwise, | right to the management of the educa- 
the better it would be. In the future | tion of their own children and to prepare 
they were not going to spend time in| them for the battle of life. Surely that 
discussing such questions, but to work | was not a revolutionary demand ; but, 
as a harmonious and united people for! no matter how simple and how just it 
the benefit and welfare of Ireland, and | was, it had always been treated with 
these effete institutions and these nomi-| contempt. He had listened with interest 
nated boards must and would go. and with pleasure to the debate on the 
All that was settled when a vote was English Education Bill for two whole 
given to every cottage and every cabin | days that week ; but, as an Irishman, 
in Ireland. Some people might try | he could not but feel sad to think that, 
to keep it back, as they were doing, but | while the minds of all people and nations 
it was all coming in good time. They | were busy discussing, formulating, and 
must have an Education Department | improving schemes for the better educa- 
instead of an irresponsible nominated | tion of the masses, they in Ireland were 
bard. His further view—and he was | absolutely denied any voice or control in 
not sure how Members opposite would | the educational system of their country. 
agree with it—was this. The passing | That had resulted in the pitiable condi- 
of the Local Government Act of 1898 | tion of the Education Board, and of the 
was a great revolution ; and from the | education which had been administered 
moment they gave to the people of| by that Board. They had heard a great 
Ireland the Parliamentary franchise, and | deal as to the way in which the Board 
conferred upon them the right of local self- | had been instituted, and he did not 
government, things had passed into a new | wish to go into details as to the working 
here. He desired to see an Education | of the Board during the past seventy 
Department, with a responsible Minister, | years. The principle on which it was 
and school boards in every district. Hon. nominated was purely sectarian—half 
Members opposite were silent, but he| were Catholics, and half Protestants ; 
teld his view none the less firmly and | but they were selected utterly regardless 
dearly. Well, in Scotland there were | of their competency to perform the great 
Catholics as well as Protestants, and there | work entrusted to them. There were 
mas a school board in every parish in the | judges and successful business men, 
wountry, but there was not a ripple on | but, with one solitary exception, no re- 
the water, and everything went smoothly. | presentative of the different schools in 
People got the education they desired, and | Ireland. He had heard an amusing 
controversy was silenced. That was his story of how men came to be appointed 
wlution of the question. He did not} to the Board. A certain gentleman—a 
ielieve there was a case for an inquiry. | Catholic by the way, and supposed to be 
In time he believed people in Ireland | a Nationalist-- had been angling as hard 
would see that the only possible way as he could to get on to the Commission 
ty solve the question was as he stated it. | of the Peace in Ireland. It so happened 
that at that time there was a vacancy on 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, | the National Board of Education, and 

W.) said that they had been all delighted | nobody was more surprised than that 
vith the speech of the hon. Member for | same gentleman when he got the an- 
‘uth Tryone. That hon. Gentleman | nouncement that, instead of being made 
iad said that he did not think Dr. Walsh | a J.P., he was made a Commissioner of 
tad made out a case for inquiry, but he! National Education! That was one 
waintained that the hon. Gentleman | instance of the manner in which their 
had made out the strongest possible case | English masters tried to select men who 
ir an inquiry into the working of the| were expected to devote their time to 
Board of Education. The hon. Member | framing schemes of National Education 
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and administering them in proper form. | government in the country, and he 
He maintained that the system on which | thought their greatest enemies myst 


the members of the Board had been 
selected was a disgrace and an anachro- 
nism. In a country where three-fourths 
of the people were Catholics, and five- 
sixths of the majority were Nationalists, 
their feelings had been insulted and 
flouted. Not a single Nationalist repre- 
sentative had been appointed to the 
Board until Dr. Walsh had become a 
member. How was it that Dr. Walsh 
had been put on the Board? Was it 
because of his knowledge and ability as 
an educationalist, or was it that he was 
a thorn in the side of the Government 
which had appointed him, and which, 
perhaps, thought he would be quieter 
inside than outside the Board? The 


Irish representatives would be untrue to | 


their country if they calmly tolerated 
year after year and generation after 
generation these endless insults. It was 
claimed by hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
Ireland was governed with equality, and 
sometimes it was even stated that Ireland 
was better governed than England ; but 


would such a system of selection be 
tolerated in England? What would 


the English people say if the Board of 
Edueation in London consisted of nine- 
teen Catholics and one Protestant? A 
storm of indignation would rise, and 
naturally and deservedly rise, up against 
such an unconstitutional system of 
selection ; yet that was what Irishmen 
had had to submit to during the past 
seventy years, and they had come to 
this House that day to say that they 
were determined no longer to submit to 
it, and to claim that the education of 
their own children should be placed in 
their own hands. After all, the greatest 
wealth of the Irish nation was the genius 
and energy of her sons, and who were 


more interested in the welfare of these. 
children and more anxious to rear them | 


as [rishmen than their parents, and they 
demanded the reform or the abolition of 
this Board of Education which had 
really blocked education, and had made 
it impossible for Irishmen to live com- 
fortably on the soil of their native land. 


It had been said that the Irish people 
were unfit to govern themselves. He 


_ admit that, despite their inexperience and 
| want of training in self-government, and 
despite their lack of education, the 
‘county and district councils had been 
administered in a way which was a 
credit to their country. With that 
example before them it was surely not 
unjust or unreasonable to say that this 
demand for a further extension of local 
government should be granted. If the 
British Government were prepared to 
give to the people of Ireland the right 
to make roads and build bridges they 
could go a step further and give them 
control over the educational training of 
their children which was very much more 
important. During the horrible eigh- 
teenth century, when the penal laws 
were in force, those who possessed wealth 
were able to send their sons out of the 
country to get education, but the sons 
of the poor peasants had to go to the 
mountain sides and take shelter among 
the rocks. The history of those hundred 
years which no Englishman could read 
with pride was the strongest indictment 
of the misgovernment of Ireland. The 
story of that period had been told bya 
member of this House, and, although he 
differed from the Nationalists in polities, 
they were proud of him. That right 
hon. Gentleman had said that the govern- 
ment of Ireland had been such, if any 
legislation could, as to degrade the 
character and blast the prosperity of the 
nation. Despite the obstacles which had 
been thrown in the way of education. 
the people grew up intelligent and refined, 
and surely if the Irish, who loved educa- 
tion for its own sake when it was far from 
them, might be entrusted with the control 
of education. 

He did not wish to go too fully 
into the particular question which had 
raised this debate, but they were deal- 
ing with a great crisis in the educational 
welfare of the country, and, if he might 
say so, they were thankful to the Chiel 
Secretary for having at last let one ray 
of light into that office which had_ been 
so long hidden from the public. He 
hoped and believed this ray of light 
would show to the public the disgrace 


would remind the Committee that they | ful way in which education had_ been 


had been but a short time entrusted | managed. 
with the duty of administering local self-| been said that a case had not been made 
, t 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 


On the opposite side it had 
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out why an inquiry should be held into; 
the working of the Education Office. 
Having himself been trained in an un- 
denominational college of the National 
Board where Protestants and Catholics | 
lived together in harmony, it was not for | 
him to speak too hardly of those places 
or the men who worked them, but even 
the Member for South Tyrone did not 
know as much as he himself must _neces- | 
sarily know of the way in which educa- | 
tion had been mismanaged by that 
Board. The correspondence which had. 
been published, and the statement drawn 
up by Dr. Starkie, proved conclusively 
that the working of the Board had broken 
down utterly and hopelessly. + It was 
useless and hopeless to try to remedy it 
bit by bit. The only thing which would 
be successful would be the absolute 
sweeping away of the whole thing, and the 
substitution of a representative Board 
which would be responsible to the people 
and whose working would be known to 
the people. He hoped that when the 
working of the Board was thoroughly 
understood, Englishmen, who  prated 
so loudly of their love of liberty and 
talked so glibly of constitutional and 
representative government, would come 
at last to see the reasonableness of the 
demand that this hopeless, insulting, 
anti-national system should be swept 
away. He knew the great ability and 
scholarship of Dr. Starkie, but there was 
something more required in the working 
ofa Government Department. Dr.Starkie 
said the magnitude of the work could 
not be realised by anyone who had _ not 
had practical experience of the working 
of such an office. He might, in passing, | 
ask whether Dr. Starkie devoted his 
whole time to this great work which he 
said it was impossible to cope with? His | 
name was on another education board 
in Ireland, and he was a member of 
diferent commissions. He might well 
devote his time to the work which pri- 
marily concerned the Irish peasants. 
Had he done so the numerous letters 
which had been referred to would not 
have been handed over to officials to 
attend to. A number of statements 
had been made which he would not like 
to characteris? in the manner in which 
he felt they ought to be, but he would 
brand them as being far from the truth. 
He would go to another and perhaps | 
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more important question. If the teachers 
had been teaching for six or eight months 
they were told by the office that the 
money which they claimed for that six 
or eight months work was not to be 
paid direct, but was to be included in the 
consolidated income. Well, the office 
was wrong, and they had to admit that 
they were wrong, and through the 
efforts of Archbishop Walsh the teachers 
were paid in full. He would give another 
instance of the mismanagement of the 
office. During the transition year an 
amount was due for what was known 
as the “ Residual Grant.” That grant 
amounted to £120,000, and seven teachers 
were paid out of it at the rate of 1s. per 
quarter per pupil to teach to the end of 
the year, and the balance was to be dis- 
tributed to them afterwards. That 
balance amounted to different sums in 
different years. In 1895 it was 5s. 45d. ; 
in 1896 it was 5s. 6d. ; in 1897, 5s. 6d. ; 
in 1898, 5s. 4d. ; in 1899, 5s. 3d.; but 
the amount had been withheld from the 
teachers, the office having stated that it 
was not due. He held in his hand a 
letter from Dr. Walsh, in which it was 
proved to anyone who had the slightest 
knowledge of the elements of arithmetic 
that the money was due. The new scheme 
came into operation at the end of March, 
1901, and numbers of schools were coming 
under the scheme in April and May. The 
schools were examined in June. The 
office said that the money was not due, 
though they said that if the old system 
had been continued it would be due. 
That was another instance of the bungling 
of the office, and hundreds of others 
might be quoted. The only thing which 
would compel the official Commissioners 
to do the work entrusted to them was to 
let in the light of public opinion on them, 
and surely that was not an unreasonable 
thing to demand. He did not want to 
go into technical details, but it was im- 
portant that a few should be given to 
illustrate the general policy of the office. 
Under the new system established in 
Ireland the annual salary given to the 
educators of the children of the Irish 
people was the princely income of £56 
per annum. For that amount they were 
supposed to be able to get men who were 
trained and educated for this great work. 
It was impossible to get good teachers 
for a salary for which the humblest 
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mechanic would scorn to do good work. 
That was one of the great blots on the 
new system, and which would render 
it impossible to give to the Irish children 
the education to which they were 
entitled, and which it was intended they 
should get. They felt that the time 
had come at last when Irishmen should 
have the opportunity of training their 
children so that when they went abroad, 
as unfortunately they had to do, either 
to this country orto America, they would 
be able to take their place, not as hewers 
of wood and drawers of water, but to 
develop their native faculties and energies 
and be a blessing to their country. 


Supply— Civil 


Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) com- 
plained that English Members had not 
been put in possession of the correspon- 
dence which was evidently in the hands 
of the Irish Members, as it placed those 
English Members who took an interest 
in education at a disadvantage. It 
seemed to him to be a most lamentable 
thing that the Archbishop of Dublin 
should have resigned his position on the 
Irish Board of Education on a matter on 
which his Grace appeared to have been 
outvoted. He had come down to the 
House in response to an urgent whip, 
expecting a stormy sitting, but had 
found a reasonable grievance put forward 
by the Irish Members in quiet and mild 
speeches, save that of the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone. He would like the 
Irish Members to consider whether it 
was fair to attack a system which had 
been in existence for thirty or forty years 
with a Board consisting of half Catholics 
and half Protestants. He conceded, 
however, that there were many districts 
where the Catholics were in the ascen- 
dancy. Heagreed with the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone that in Scotland they 
had solved the religious difficulty. They 
of the Church of England had not the 
same liberty in England as their co- 
religionists had in Scotland, for in the 
school board schools in Scotland they 
had the liberty and the right to read and 
to teach any catechism that they liked. 
He believed that it was perfectly true 
that both Protestants and Catholics in 
Ireland desired to preserve the denomi- 
national system. He supported the idea 
of an Irish Minister of Education ; but 
he foresaw that there were difficulties in 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 
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the way. The Minister might not haye 
a seat in the House, and if he were a 
Catholic the Protestants might be dis. 
satisfied, and if he were a Protestant he 
might not be acceptable to the Catholics. 


What the English Members wished to 
know was what the Irish Members 
wanted them to do with regard to this 
Board. Did they wish the Board to be 
swept away altogether ? [‘‘Hear, hear,” 
from the Irish Benches.| Well, that was 
a definite statement. He was bound to 
admit that the Irish Members had 
grievances. He had visited some schools 
in Cork and elsewhere in Ireland, and 
he had been struck with the distances 
which the children had come to school, 
and the devotion of the teachers, and 
with the unfairness with which the 
Catholics were treated in Ireland in not 
being permitted to have the emblems of 
their religion in any of the public schools. 
That was a grievance that should be 
remedied, and he was quite sure that the 
Chief Secretary would have done it had 
he been able. Whenever the religious 
question came up certain Members took 
up a position which was not reasonable. 
It was the duty of the Conservative 
party to preserve the rights of the 
minority, but he hoped and _ believed 
that the haleyon day would come when 
there would be a more reasonable feeling 
on the part both of Catholics and Pro- 
testants in Ireland where education was 
concerned. Was it true or not that the 
sums mentioned as having been practi- 
cally earned by the Irish teachers in 
the years gone by were being withheld 
from them, and if so, was it with the 
knowledge and consent of the Chief 
Secretary and those in authority in 
Ireland? He agreed with what had 
been said as to the conduct of the perma- 
nent officials. He knew from his own 
experience that this was not the only 
Department in Ireland which set at 
defiance the wishes of the people of 
Ireland. He had long been waiting to 
denounce the Irish Lights Board for the 
way in which they set at naught the 
express wishes of the people, but he was 
told that there was no way to do 80, 
because the expenditure was not voted 
by Parliament, but derived from light 
dues. He was told that the Board ot 
Education was composed of distinguished 
judges, and distinguished members of 
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the different denominations, but he had | 
not supposed that, like the gentlemen of | 
the Irish Lights Board, they exercised | 
their own sweet will. He hoped the | 
Chief Secretary would remember that | 
there could never be any satisfaction 
amongst the bulk of the Irish people so 


long as there was an attempt by the} 


permanent officials in Dublin to set at 
naught and override the expressed 
wishes of the people in matters of local 
detail when no principle was at stake. 
He thought the Tories were greater 
friends of Ireland than the Liberal Whigs, 
whose only object was to get into office 
and keep in office as long as they could. 
The hon. Member stated that £56 a year 
was too small an initial salary for teachers 
inIreland. He was very glad they got it, 
but he knew that many teachers in 
England were working for a smaller 
salary, although the price of living in 
Ireland was much lower than in England. 
Of course, if a teacher had to depend on 
£56 a year for his whole life it would be 
unfair, but as a minimum he thought it 
very reasonable, and that there was no 
ground for complaint regarding it. 
There were many country priests who 
did not receive anything like that 
amount, and yet their grievances were 
not brought before the public. They on 
that side of the House were glad to sup- 
port hon. Members from Ireland when 
they had a genuine grievance, and they 
must have when one of the heads of their 
Church resigned his position on the 
National Education Board. At the same 
time let not the Committee mix up major 
with minor matters. He could assure 
hon. Members opposite that in their zeal 
for education they had the sympathy 
of the majority of hon. Members on 
that side of the House. He hoped that 
the Chief Secretary would be able to 
satisfy hon. 
question at issue, 
was the Board of Education or that very 
obstinate body, the Irish Light Board, or 


any other Board, it should be got rid of | 


when it worked out of harmony with the 
majority of the Irish people. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, 
he was glad of the tone of the speech of | 
the hon. Member, but it did not carry 
them much further. The good old | 


Juggernaut of the British Government | 
would go on just the same. 
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the resignation of the Archbishop of 
Dublin less from the point of view of 
detail than from the more general aspect. 

Hon. Members might scarcely remember 
the circumstances under which his 
Grace, with more or less reluctance, 
accepted the office which he had just 
resigned. From the days of Archbishop 
Murray no Catholic ecclesiastic had ever 
taken office in the Board of National 
Education. The methods of the Board 
had been denounced again and again by 
the Hierarchy, especially as regarded 
that portion of their administration 
connected with the model schools. In 
some of the dioceses, notably Limerick, 
he thought it was absolutely made a 
matter of conscience, under pain ot 
exclusion from the sacraments, not to 
send children to those model schools. 
That was the position in which, in order 
to smooth educational difficulties, put 
down religious rancour, and assist the 
Government of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose, his 
Grace was willing to take upon himself 
all the risks of misunderstanding neces- 
sarily attaching to the assumption of the 
the office. The other Members of the 
Board were mainly gentlemen enjoying 
large State or educational emoluments, 
receiving solid bullion either from the 
State or from some of the confiscated 
foundations belonging to the Catholic 
Church. For the fifty or sixty years 
the Board had then been established it 
had never made one step in the way of 
approach to meet the demands of the 
mass of the people of Ireland, to popu- 
larise the Board, or to alleviate the just 
prejudices and antagonisms which its 
attitude had excited. Even leaving 
aside altogether the question of religious 
differences, the education which the 
administered to the 
country was of the most repellent and 
detestable kind. The people were fed 
practically, on intellectual sawdust. They 
actually refused to teach not merely 
Irish, but Irish history, or even those 
portions of English history bearing on 


_ the historical position of the Irish nation. 
| Their lesson books would be a disgrace to 


N.) said | 


the Hottentots or Kaffirs. The system 
| of so-called national education was a 
|curse instead of blessing to the country, 
for it simply taught bad English instead 
It was into that Board 
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that, stepping aside from his own rank, | tained, established, fostered, and bolstered 


the Archbishop went to endeavour to | 
improve the unimprovable, and it was | 
from that point of view that his resigna- | 
He threw) 
himself into the work, and for five or’ 


tion demanded attention. 
six years worked like a galley slave. 
With that microscopic knowledge which 
he possessed there was not a department 
of education into which his Grace did not 
probe. Having been head of the college 
at Maynooth, he approached his task 
with the equipment of an educationist 
as well as of a scholar—which were not 
always the same thing. He clothed the 
dry bones of that foreign Board with 
some trace of scholarship and some touch 
of national feeling. But he found him- 
self at every step obstructed, not only by 
his fellows on the Board, but by all the 
influences of which the Committee had 
heard on the principle that it was the 
business of Englishmen in Ireland to 
worry the natives. He actually achieved 
the revolution of persuading the Board 
to allow the teaching of the history of 
Ireland with the reign of Henry VIII. in 
the schools. He then suggested that 
scholars in such places as Galway, Done- 
gal, and Kerry, who knew no English, 
should be taught English through the 
medium of Irish. He had himself seen 
scholars in Donegal who could read 
English better than he could, but without 
understanding a single word of it. The 
class-book said, “ Bring turf from the 
bog,” but if the children were asked 
what was turf or what was a bog, they 
did not know. His Grace endeavoured 
to bring about these and other reforms, 
but, obstructed, harassed and worried, 
without the co-operation or comradeship 
of a single real educationist or lover of 
his country on the Board, he at last 
stepped down and out. But the good 
old British Government would go on 
just as before. He knew they would 
still get £10,250,000 out of the country, 
that a certain number of poor men would 


enlist in the British Army, a certain. 


number would go to the workhouse, 
and another certain percentage would 
emigrate to the United States. He knew 
these things would go on just as if nothing 
had happened; but, looking at the 
country even from the point of view of 


a Unionist, what did it profit the King | 


up by Minister after Minister, for genera- 
tion after generation ? He cared nothing 
for the book stores or whether the ledgers 
were totted up or not. He would 
disdain to read the balderdash in the 
Return which had been supplied to hon. 
Members, but he did say that the re 
signation of that eminent man would be 
accepted throughout the length and 
breadth of Ireland as a further proof— 
if further proof were necessary—of the 
absolute failure of the institutions of the 
British Government in Ireland. 

The hon. Member for East Finsbury 


asked what was the remedy they 
7 

proposed. They had no remedy except 

Home Rule. There was no _ other 


remedy, and all the arguments of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone and 
others pointed in that direction. The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone said he 
had got rather ahead of hon. Members 
on that side with that matter ; he wanted 
a revolution. Disraeli said the same 
thing sixty years ago. ‘The hon. Member 
reminded him of the American who in 
trying to keep up with the procession 
got ahead of the band. He wanted 
school boards. The first thing he sug- 
gested was abolish that board altogether. 
Start with that. As far as he under- 
stood, there was not much difference 
between Protestants and Dissenters in 
England, but would it be tolerated that 
in some district in England where the 
Church of England was in a majority 
of ten to one, the humble Methodists 
or Presbyterians—he did not know 
whether they were humble—should on 
a school board of twenty members, have 
a membership of ten against the ten of 
the Church of England? If they would 
not tolerate that in a parish in England, 
how did they expect the Irish people to 
tolerate it, not in regard to a parish or 
county, but in regard to the entire of the 
Irish nation ?2,.Take that charter of 
Lord Stanley. or whoever the fool was 
who started it and light the fire at 
Downing Street with it. That was his 
first advice. Then let them place direct 
personal responsibility upon the minister 
of the day, who was now able to make 
the excuse that he was not responsible 
for the National Board of Education. 
The way in which Ministers managed 


to have such a system as that main-| with"'regard to Ireland was to create 
Re. 


Mr. T, M. Healy. 
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some irresponsible board over which | 
they said Parliament had no control. 
There were the Irish Lights Board, the 
Education Board, the Valuation Board, 
and so on, all down the gamut of follies 
which is the chief monument of the | 
British Government in Ireland. Some | 
responsibility must be placed upon | 
the Minister. The Minister now says, | 
“| have found this system and I' 
am born into it, and I have to manage | 
it with all the red tape around it.” | 
Then he goes and gets a Cabinet 
ministership in some less worrying British | 
office. That was the story as long as 
they had known them, and that would be | 
their story to the end of time. | 

The Scotch Vote was £1,363,881, the | 
Irish Vote £1,300,700, so that there 
was £63,000 more for education in| 
Scotland than in Ireland. In Ireland 
they had no Andrew Carnegies to give 
them a couple of million pounds. When 
anybody had got a couple of millions in | 
Ireland he spent it in London and got a 
peerage, like Lord Iveagh. There were 
no merchant princes in their country, 
and no great Scotch lords and _ peers. 
And, remember also, that the Scotch 
people for 300 years back not only had 
their four universities, but they had 
also had an almost perfect system of 
primary education. He remembered 
when in 1870 it was proposed to estab- 
lish compulsory education in Scotland 
there was an outcry against it in that 
country because it was considered almost | 
an insult to them because they said that 
everybody in Scotland was educated with- 
out any compulsion. The Scotch Office 
was administered in London. In Ireland 
they would have been none the worse | 
off if education had been administered 
from London. The Irish Office in 
London would have been infested by 
enemies just the same, and he did not. 
care whether the office was in Downing 
Street or Marlborough Street. The 
Seotch Office in London costs £16,000 | 
a year to administer—a large sum of 
money. The office and the salaries in 
Dublin cost £24,000. Therefore, to 
administer £63,000 less in Ireland they | 
required £8,000 more. It had always | 
been said that Ireland had been in the 
past the land of learning. He turned | 
to the Royal Irish Constabulary Vote | 
which he found was £1.355,000. So | 
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that actually they paid more by £55,000 
for policing Ireland and keeping it 
handcuffed than they were prepared to 
pay for establishing any kind of a national 
system of education in Ireland. If they 
went into any village in Ireland they 
would find there ten policemen to one 
schoolmaster. That represented fairly 
and accurately the view of Irishmen 
upon this system. It appeared to him 
that on these denominational questions 
they had got a long way ahead of the 
"30's and the °40’s. They had then to 
bamboozle John Bull by saying they 
were setting up a system under which 
no religion whatever would be taught. 
As a matter of fact this was the most 
strictly denominational system that by 
any means they could establish. The 
parish priest was the manager of the 
schools in Catholic districts, while the 
Protestant and Presbyterian ministers 
were managers in their respective dis- 
tricts. According to the Education 
Board in Ireland they could not have 
the Crucifix in the schools, although 
they might have a picture of the Crucifix. 
They could not have a model of the 
thing. That was the modern Protestant 
idea of idolatry. They had got posses- 
sion of the country. They had the 
forts, the Army and the Navy, and 
therefore nothing but a foreign invasion 
can disturb them in Ireland. Their tax 
collectors were all over the land, and 
they could do what they liked. What 
did it matter to them that the people 
were Nationalists ? They would still get 
the same number of recruits for the 
Army and Navy. They shrink at the 
idea of making these Boards Nationalist, 
as if they would not really be more in- 
surrectionary because they know the 
English language. They had _ often 
studied Irish disaffection, and he thought 
the chief cause of that disaffection was 
because they had always insisted upon 
the Irish acquiring a knowledge of the 
English tongue. What he submitted 
in brief was this. Let the people alone. 
Within the iron bonds of British Govern- 
ment, from which they could not escape, 
why not let the people have free play in 
popular education and religious develop- 
ment ? He put that question to English- 
men. He respectfully said, ‘‘ begin as 
you should begin, by the abolition of this 
Board, and start with the idea of giving 
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the people some share in the manage- | 
ment of their own national life.” If they | 
started upon those principles, even as | 
Unionists, they would be able to bring 
to the popular mind a large measure of | 
appeasement and satisfaction. 
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Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
that instead of coming forward and 
asking for an inquiry upon the grounds 
stated by Archbishop Walsh, hon. Mem- 
bers opposite had taken advantage of | 
this opportunity to make a wholesale 
attack upon the Board of National 
Education in Ireland. The Archbishop 
ot Dublin, who had worked hard in 
connection with education in Ireland, 
knew the Board had done its work fairly 
and honestly, and he brought no charge 
against the Board. There was nothing 
in any letter which had been written 
by the Archbishop to justify the charges 
and statements made against the Board 
in this House. He would be surprised 
to hear the language that had been used 
in reference to some of his eminent col- 
leagues on the Board. They were told 
that the Members of this Board were , 
not educationists, that they were not 
scholars, and that some were judges 
country gentlemen, and clergymen. He 
wished to know whether the school 
board elected in any district in Ireland 
would be better qualified for this work 
than the gentlemen who at present con- | 
stituted the Board of Education in Ire- 
land. Most of them were men who had 
distinguished themselves in their univer- 
sity careers. Some of them were men 
who had had great experience them- 
selves in teaching. One of them was a 
professor in a college before he became a 
county court judge. Others had ac- 
quired the very highest distinction in 
the universities of which they were 
ornaments. These gentlemen repre- 
sented different schools of education and 
different schools of thought and religious 
views, and they worked amicably with 
the Roman Catholic Archbishop of 
Dublin for six years, and he himself had 
not one word to say against the Board. 
It was a little too much for hon. Members 
from Ireland, in making an application 
to this House for an inquiry into this 
question, that they should suggest things 
which the archbishop himself had never | 
put forward as a ground for that inquiry, 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


isystem in this country ? 
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A great work had been done in connec. 
tion with the system of Education in 
Ireland, although nobody would go s0 
far as to say that it was a perfect system, 
The Board of Education had conferred 


' great benefits upon the community, and 


they were now told that it ought to be 
swept away. And what was to be put in 
its place? Some hon. Members sug- 
gested school boards. Those who made 
this suggestion in connection with Irish 
education did not realise what the feeling 
was in some parts of the country upon 
this question. Under other circum- 
stances he might be in favour of school 
boards in Ireland. School boards had 
worked well in England and Scotland. 
It must not be forgotten that in Ireland 
the school manager discharged the fune- 
tion which was often discharged in 
England and Scotland by members of 
the school board. He was the man who 
was most respected by the people in the 
neighbourhood, and no charges were 
made against the school managers. They 
conducted the correspondence, and dealt 
with the matters affecting the children 
and the teachers. Certain courses of 
education were prescribed, and certain 
standards had to be attained, and those 
standards were tested by annual or other 
inspection. What difference was there 
between the system in Ireland and the 
He did not 
think hon. Members opposite wished to 
change the source from which the money 
was obtained for Irish primary education. 
He should be the last person in the world 
to say one word against the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop of Dublin. He had 
worked very hard in connection with 
education, as well as in other matters, 
and he had been mainly instrumental in 
bringing about a change in the system 
applying to the teachers in Ireland. The 
Board had framed a new scheme for the 
teachers which had taken an enormous 
amount of time, and no one suggested 
that this scheme did not meet with the 
approval of the Archbishop, or that it 
was not strictly in accordance with the 
teachers requirements. The Board sent 
out this scheme, which stated all the 
details in regard to what they were pre- 
pared to do in reference to the salaries of 
the teachers who might remain under the 
new scheme, and they further stated that 
if there were any exceptional cases re 
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quiring exceptional treatment they | approved by the men whose names were 
were prepared to deal with them. | attached thereto. What though it were ; 
The result was that something like | and assuming a mistake had been made, 
40,000 letters, dealing with the com-| was it not the duty of the archbishop 
plaints of about 10,000 teachers, from | to have brought it before his colleagues 
teachers, managers, and other people | in order to get the mistake rectified ? 

interested in the welfare of teachers,| These were matters to be dealt with bv 
came pouring into the office, and, for-| the commissioners themselves, and not 
sooth, the twenty commissioners were| by a public inquiry. The members of 
to sit down, study those letters, and | the Board were as competent to discharge 
form an opinion as to each of the com-| their duties as Commissioners of National 
laints made! It was the duty of the | Education as any gentlemen could be ; 
subordinates—the clerks and assistant | they were thoroughly honest, and were 
secretaries—to deal with such matters, | quite prepared to do their duty. Why, 
and, when they had exhausted all that | therefore, did not they inquire into the 
they could fairly deal with themselves,| matter and deal with it? So far as 
to bring the cases worthy of the considera- | there was anything before the public 
tion of the Board before the members. |to show, there had never been any 
As a matter of fact, there were about | attempt on the part of the archbishop 
300 cases which presumably would be | to get his colleagues to make an inquiry. 
submitted to the Board. Under these | According to the Minute of 18th June, 
circumstances they were told by the | the archbishop appeared to have received 
archbishop that letters had been sent | the greatest sympathy from the Board. 
out in the ordinary way in the name of | and a resolution was passed which, at 
a department, and this, forsooth, was to | all events, seemed to have satisfied his 
be made a charge against an officer dis- | Grace on that occasion. It was not until 
charging important functions, which | afterwards that he found, not that 
functions he had discharged in a most | something had not been done, not that 
satisfactory manner. The archbishop | the spirit of the resolution had not been 
himself, in dealing with the matter in| carried out, but that something had not 
his letter of Ist June, written before been placed upon the minutes which he 
his resignation, but at a time when he| thought should have appeared on the 
had all these matters before him, said) record of the proceedings. His Grace 
that he had had numerous complaints | might have been quite right, but was 
sent in to him of the same character, and | that a matter for a public inquiry? No 
probably in the same terms, as those | sufficient ground had been given for such 
which had gone before the officials of the | an investigation. It would be a very 
Board, so that, so far as he had been! unfortunate thing if anything was said 
able to examine them in detail, he had in the course of the debate to impair in 
found that, as a rule, the complaints! any way the efficient working of the 
were without any real foundation. Was) national system of education in Ireland. 
it, therefore, to be said that there should| Great steps had been taken towards 
be an inquiry into the working of the} popularising the system. Apart alto- 
office because these complaints, which! gether from the question of having a 
were asserted by the archbishop himself | purely undenominational and unsec- 
to be without any real foundation, were | tarian system carried out as far as pos- 
not all placed before the twenty com-| sible, capitation grants had been made 
missioners ! No man would be able to|to schools which were purely denomi- 
take the position of a Commissioner of | national and under denominational 
National Education if it was to be a/control. A system of united secular 
condition that he should read all the | education, with separate religious instruc- 
correspondence, and form an opinion as 





| tion if the parties desired it, was in exist- 
to every item, and, after all, was not | ence. In order to deal fairly with all 
that the gravamen of the charge of the | classes of the community, those who 
archbishop ? The question of stores and} wished to have a separate denomina- 
soon were the merest details. The arch- | tional system of their own and provided 
bishop complained that a circular was | schools for it were getting large benefits 
sent out without having been read and | under the existing system. It was now 
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to an end. There were a great many 
people in the world who were ready to 
destroy it, but it was one thing to attack 
and an entirely different thing to con- 
struct. The conservation of things 
which might not be perfect in every 
way, but which at all events served a 


good and useful purpose, ought to receive | 


most careful consideration from the 
House. Nothing ought to be allowed to 


interfere with the conservation of such 
things, unless the House was convinced 
that they ought no longer to exist. He 
strongly protested against the attacks 
which had been made upon members 
of the Board as individuals, and upon 
the system as a system. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) thought 
the fact of such a man as the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop of Dublin taking 
the strong and irrevocable step of re- 
signing his membership of the National 
Board ought in itself to be a certain 
guarantee that there was something very 
wrong and defective in the constitution 
of that authority. Speaking as a Pro- 
testant, and as one who was in no way 
under the guidance of the Roman Catho- 
lic Archbishop of Dublin, he believed 
that if there was one man more than 
another who enjoyed the confidence of 
the Irish nation as a whole it was Arch- 
bishop Walsh, and if one member of the 
Board had done more than another 
to promote the cause of national educa- 
tion in Ireland it was that eminent 
prelate. The Committee had, under the 
archbishop’s own hand, the reasons 
which induced him to take the 
course he had adopted. The commis- 


sioners had officially annotinced that— | 


“Cases in which the Commissioners may 
deem it necessary to fix the future income 
of the teachers on the basis of their average 
incomes for the past three years will be 
specially considered.” 


That was a solemn pledge, affecting 
about 2,700 teachers in Ireland. But 
what was done? An _ unauthorised 
circular was issued revoking and alto- 
gether repudiating that official announce- 
ment of the Board. In the words of 
Archbishop Walsh— 

** Now, totheir amazement, and very natural 


indignation, managers, on sending up to the 
Education Office carefully prepared statements 


showing, by facts and figures, that the case | 


Mr. Gordon. 


{COMMONS} 
suggested that all this should be brought | 


|manded. He 


strong | inquiry. 
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of some teacher is one on which it would 
seem inequitable to have the salary definitely 
fixed on the basis merely of a three years 
average receive, in reply, official letters to 
the effect that no other arrangement is 
possible; that the Commissioners are bound 
by Treasury rules; that the salaries must 
remain as they are; and that the only hope 
for the teachers of any improvement in their 
income is through some future addition to 
their salaries in recognition of ‘continued 
good service.’ ” 


To this the archbishop had added— 


“Tt would manifestly be nothing short of 
a fraud upon the public if the Commissioners 
of National Education, having _ publicly 


| announced their intention of dealing excep- 


tionally with cases requiring in equity to be ex- 
ceptionally dealt with, and having obtained 
the necessary Treasury sanction for their doing 
so, were now to take their stand on the ‘ pro- 
visional’ arrangement made at the outset, de- 
clining to modify it in any case, and declining 
even to take the trouble to look into the 
circumstances of a case specially submitted 
to them by a manager for equitable considera- 
tion. . . . . Asa matter of fact, there is 
not one word of truth in the statements thus 
made in official form.” 


These passages occurred on page 4 of the 
“Extracts from the Minutes.” Not- 
withstanding this fact, the views of the 
archbishop did not prevail at the Board, 
and accordingly he had sent in his resig- 
nation. He agreed with the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone that the time had 
come when the National Board of Edu- 
eation should be overhauled, and that 
could not be done except through the 
medium of a public inquiry such as the 
hon. Member for Waterford had de- 
trusted that when the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland rose to reply 
he would hold out some hope of a public 
The National Board of Eduea- 
tion was an obsolete institution, having 
regard to the way in which education 
had progressed during the last fifty years. 
The Board was a sort of compromise. 
Immediately after the Catholic emancipa- 
tion in 1829, an attempt was made to 
give some education to the great mass of 
the peasantry and poor of Ireland. A 
jingling padlock had been hung upon 
their mouths and intellects during the 
whole of the 18th century, and the Lord 
Stanley of that time tried to initiate a 
system which if possible would reconcile 
the rather bigoted minds of the Irish 
Protestants to some method which would 


‘enable the Catholics of Ireland to be 


educated. The old Protestant schools 
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nothing left but the hedge schoolmaster, 
who taught the people for a sod of turf or 
a few pence very good Latin and very 
good English, as it turned out, and for 
seventy years the English people had 
done nothing to adapt the system then 
instituted to the growing necessities of 
the people of Ireland. He spoke with a 
great knowledge of the people of Ireland, 
and it must be admitted by everybody 
that, taking any Irish boy or girl indi- 
vidually, they could not be surpassed for 
intellect or the capacity for acquiring 
information ; but they were behindhand 
in education, and especially behind their 
Scotch brethren, merely because the 
Government of England had not inter- 
fered to execute the first duty of a 
Government, the paternal duty of seeing 
that the youth of the State were properly 
educated. 

This Board would have to be alto- 
gether altered. They had heard of 
the constitution of it, and it was not to be 
supposed for a moment that he enter- 


tained any other feeling but that of the 


highest respect for every member of the 
Board ; but at the same time, he could 
not help saying that in his opinion it 
was not a Board that understood the 
wants of the youth of Ireland. It was a 
body not responsible to the House, and 
had no representative in the House ; 
no one who could be brought to book or 
taken to task for the errors and the 
maladministration of the Board. They 
were all eminent men engaged in other 
duties, and who could not be expected 
to enter into all the details of education 
necessary for the huge population of 
children in Ireland. ‘There were among 
them a great many Fellows of Trinity 
College, which was the fort of the 
English garrison in Ireland, and no 
doubt if Ireland had been converted 
to Protestantism, if the Reforma- 
tion had taken root in Ireland at 
the time of Queen Elizabeth, as it 
had done in England and Scotland the 
gentlemen would have been first-rate 
men for this purpose; but England had 
never been able to convert the Irish— 
they had tried every contrivance, they 
had resorted to every means of oppression 
and coercion, they had passed Acts of 
Parliament in the last century which 


{12 Juty 1901} 


had fallen into disuse, and there was | 


were admittedly a disgrace to every | 
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system of government since the world 
began. They had tried to proselyte 
them by bribery, and take advantage 
of their poverty, and after all these years 
the people were Catholics still, and 
would remain Catholic until the crack of 
doom. It would be necessary, therefore, 
to remodel the National Board of Educa- 
tion. Having regard to that state of 
things, they could not legislate for them 
in the same manner as for England and 
Scotland. That was the bed-rock of the 
evil of the English Government in 
dealing with Ireland. They endeavoured 
to treat Ireland the same as if it were 
Yorkshire or Mid-Lothian; they could 
not doit. After seventy years education 
was less advanced in Ireland than it was 
then. The system had utterly broken 
down, and up to the present there had 
been no way and no hope of getting 
any improvement. In those days the 
air was full of doctrines of secularising 
education. Some years ago he himself 
recollected certain rules that were passed 
and approved by the Lord Lieutenant. 
not under Act of Parliament, which were 
called fundamental rules, one of which 
was that no emblems should be used in the 
schools. What was the result? The 
breach of that rule was winked at, and 
although the inspectors never saw the 
emblems when they went to the schools 
they were perfectly well aware that they 
had only been carefully packed away 
in drawers and then taken out when 
they were gone. The whole thing should 
be overhauled. There should be an 
elected Board representative of the 
people, representative of those parents 
whose children were to be educated. 
who would give what the people wanted 
—that species of education which was 
best to fit them for the battle of life, 
which would accommodate itself to the 
different districts of the country, and 
which would be represented in this 
House by a Minister of Education—a 
second Vice-President of the Council— 
who would not be trammelled by any 
old-fashioned notions or doctrinaire tradi- 
tions, but would see what was really best 
to develop the intellect and arm the 


| youth of Ireland, male and female, with 


a proper equipment for the battle of life. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
any man who looked dispassionately at 
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the whole Irish question would see that 
a great deal of the Irish difficulty had 
lain in religious prejudice. Whether 
they were right or wrong, they had 
adhered with tenacity to a certain creed. 
They were not mere worshippers of 
success from the material point of view, 
and they might have been better off if 
they had not adhered to the creed which 
they thought correct. 
otherwise, that was the creed to which 
the Irish people were attached, and they 
would remain attached to it until death. 
It was their opinion that secular educa- 
tion should be accompanied by religious 
education, and they maintained that 
any statesman who endeavoured to 
divorce the one from the other made a 
sad mistake. Allusion had been made 
by the hon. and learned Member to the 
fixing up in schools of the religious 
emblems which they wished to see as if 
they were idolators. English gentlemen 
thought that they worshipped these 
things. These emblems merely reminded 
them of diviner things, and anyone who 
knew Catholicism knew that there was 
no idolatry. They were not mere wor- 
shippers of success, and although it 
might not be for their advantage to 
adhere to the faith for which their 
forefathers fought and bled, he hoped to 
God they would. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone had delivered an 
interesting speech on the subject brought 
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forward by the hon. Member for Water- | 


ford. He seemed to think that the hon. 
Member for Waterford did not make 
good his case. Their case was that in 
this, as in many other matters, the people 
of Ireland were governed by permanent 
officials, absolutely irrespective of the 
wishes of Parliament and the feelings of 
the majority of the people. A fortnight 
ago the hon. Member tor South Tyrone 
showed in an interesting speech that the 
Land Acts were clogged and would not 
work owing to the action of the officials. 
The very case they were discussing now 
was another instance of that. Officials 
in Ireland did absolutely what they 
wished, and in connection with the 
National Board they acted with a freer 
hand than in other cases, because the 
Board was not responsible to this House. 
The right hon. Gentleman representing 
the Government in this House with 
respect to Irish affairs could not demand | 
Mr. Power, 


{COMMONS} 


| an explanation from the National Board 


Ultramontane or 
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of Education for anything it did. He 
had rather to ask an explanation, and if 
they declined to give it he was absolutely 
powerless to enforce it. He thought 
they were all agreed that it was the very 
first duty of the State to look after the 
education of the children. It was also 
the first duty of the parent to look after 
the education of his children, and any 
parent who failed to equip his children 
with proper education did not discharge 
the obligations of his position. Very few 
people in the main approved of the system 
of education carried out by the Board. 
He noticed that the hon. Member for 
North Kensington was a warm advocate 
of the system pursued by the Board. He 
understood that the hon. Member was 
an Irishman, but whether that was so or 
not he could speak for very few in Ire- 
land. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone went beyond the hon. Member 
for Waterford, and said he wished the 
whole thing swept away. The action 
proposed by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford would be a stepping stone to that. 
He believed a greater case had never 
been made for a public investigation than 
in this matter. If any board in the 


of the people it was the board entrusted 
with the education of the people. While 
the Archbishop of Dublin was on the 
Board it did to some extent possess the 
confidence of the people. They knew that 
that he worked wonderfully hard while 
on that Board, but he, having found 
it impossible to adjust things even 
in a moderate way to meet the wishes 
of Ireland, had left the Board, and now 
there was no one on it who possessed 
in the least the confidence of the Irish 
people. He could point to many towns 
in Ireland which had beer ruined by the 
desolating influence of British rule, and 
he could prove that millions of British 
money had been spent in bolstering up 
a system of education which the Irish 
people abhorred and despised. While he 
deplored the bigotry which was mani- 
fested by Protestants towards Catholics 
in the north of Ireland, yet in his heart of 
hearts he was prepared to make allow- 


! ance for it, because the schools in which 


the Protestants had been brought up 
produced a system of religious intolerance 
which nothing else could produce. Lately 
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he was reading one of the few speeches 
on educational matters which Lord 
Byron delivered. Speaking of the system 
set up in the north of Ireland, he used 
these significant words— 

“ Better send children to those islands in the 
South Seas, where they might more humanely 
learn to become cannibals. It would be less 
disgusting to see them brought up to devour 
the dead than to persecute the living. Schools 
do you call them? Schools! Rather call 
them dunghills where the viper of intolerance 
deposits er young, that when their teeth are 
cut, and their poison is mature, they may 
issue forth filthy and venomous to sting the 
Catholic.” 

When he read of the syst-m which had 
been bolstered up, and which to some 
extent still continued in some parts, he 
was prepared to look with leniency on 
the children brought up in the schools 
which Lord Byron had so eloquently 
described. Though the people of Ulster 
had too well learned the sorry lesson, 
he could say on the part of Munster, 
Leinster, and Connaught, that though 
Catholics were in a majority in these 
provinces they would never retaliate on 


those who differed from them in a 
spirit so lowering and so degrading. He 


agreed with the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone that the only way to remedy the 
situation was to root out the present 
system and establish one in which the 


Irish people would have some confidence. | Rhos : 
ie | much of his time attacking the Member 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 


S.) said no} 


{12 Jury 1901} 








reply had been given to the strong case | 


brought forward by the hon. Member | : Seat 3 
| been engaged in education for over forty 


for Kerry. What they complained of 
was that Dr. Walsh had been forced to 
resign membership of the National 
Board of Education. The grounds for 
that resignation were stated in a docu- 


hands within the last few hours. 
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the purpose of getting rid of the work 
which the officials should naturally 
discharge. These were very specific 
grievances, and deserved some _ better 
answer than had been given that evening. 


|The National Board of Education was 


condemned universally in Ireland as 
being entirely unsuited to the needs of 
the Irish people. The members of the 
Board were simply society gentlemen 
who circulated around Dublin Castle. 
Of all the members of the Board which 
had the control of the primary education 
of Ireland there were none, except 
perhaps Mr. Molloy, who was trained 
in the Irish Board system, the Arch- 
bishop of Dublin, and Sir R. Blenner- 
hassett, who could be said to know 
anything about the national education 
of Ireland. 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) : 
May I interrupt the hon. Gentleman ? 
In addition to Professor Dowden there 
are no less than three Fellows or ex- 
Fellows of Trinity College on the Board. 
These 


gentlemen have surely some 
knowledge of education. 
Mr. TULLY said that Professor 


Dowden was a scholar of European 
eminence, but then there was another 
Trinity man, Dr. Traill, who occupied so 
for South Tyrone on Land Purchase. 
*Mr. LECKY: That gentleman has 
years in Trinity College. 


*Mr. TULLY said that if that was so 


'they did not give much attention to 
ment which had been placed in their | education in Trinity College. What had 


He | this Board been doing ? They had sent 


did not understand why the document | theCommission to the Continent to report 
/on manual instruction, but if they had 
'known their business they would have 


was not circulated earlier. If the docu- 
ment had been sent to Members generally, 
instead of only to a few, the Committee 
would have been better able to appre- 
ciate what it contained. They were 
told by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone that out of the 2,700 special claims 
which were sent in by teachers with re- 
gard to their new salaries, only 300 had 
substantial foundation. These 300 cases 
had been ignored by the circular which 
was issued over the heads of the Com- 
missioners of National Education for 





| had all that at their finger’s-end. 


The 
right hon. Gentleman had spoken of 
Dr. Starkie as one of the products of 
Trinity College, whom they must all ac- 
cept as a model of perfection in these 
matters. But this Dr. Starkie when 
challenged as to why the staff of the 
Edueation Board would not examine 
into the 2,700 appeals from the teachers, 
replied that the Education Office was ina 
state of confusion. He admitted under 
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his own hand that he had no control 
over the staff of the Education Office, 
and that he could not get them to carry 
out their duties. On the 13th May last 
he wrote to the Archbishop of Dublin 
and said— 

“The present state of affairs is intolerable. 
I have no control even over the staff of my 
office, for which I am directly responsible. I 
could put my finger on the men who are and 
have been the cause of all the dislocation both 
here and in the inspection work; but it would 
be useless asking the Commission to support 
me if I propose so much as the superannuation 
of an officer.” 


Supply—Civil 


That was Dr. Starkie, and that was the 
Education Board which was selected 
from the society of nobodies in Dublin. 
Four days after that letter, on the 17th 
May, Dr. Starkie again wrote to Arch- 
bishop Walsh stating— 


“Tt is very difficult for a man in my position 


to deal with the class of men we have among | 


the higher officials.” 


Two of them, whose names were left in 
blank, were, he said— 
‘* perfectly hopeless, I cannot get —— (naming 
one of the two) to read the rules or to 
adhere strictly tothem. He isalway interpo- 
lating ideas and interpretations of his own, 
and submitting them to me for ‘formal’ 
sanction. 1 have to initial 300 notings a week, 
and cannot be expected to study each of them. 
— I haveto take a great deal on trust, 
which is bad security in this office.” 
That was the Dr. Starkie, the Resident 
Commissioner for whom the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Trinity 
College stood up in this House and de- 
fended. He was not surprised that the 
right hon. Gentleman had left the House 
when he knew these revelations were 
coming. 


of the Board of Education covered up | 
their deficiencies—a state of things | 
which would not be tolerated in England | 
or Scotland for half an hour. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite did not like these 
revelations. Truth was always bitter ; 


and they did not wish that there should be | 


be any exposure of the manner in which 
the people of Ireland had been treated. 

He thoroughly agreed with the hon. 
Member for South 
wanted something more than an inquiry | 
—a revolution; they wanted to wipe 
away the Board altogether, and he 
invited the Chief Secretary to wipe | 
the Board of Education root and branch 


Mr. Tully. 


{COMMONS} 


The fact was that the political | 
partisans of these incompetent officials | 


Tyrone that they | 
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(off the face of Ireland. There were 
plenty of educational experts in Ireland, 
'but as they did not goto the balls and 
levees at Dublin Castle they were not 
placed upon the Board. All the intelli. 
gence of Ireland was not circumscribed 
by the walls of Dublin Castle, but be- 
cause of the ignorance and the bigotry 
and intolerance that existed at the 
Castle with regard to Ireland the Govern. 
ment would not put these experts on the 
Board. It was an intolerable state: of 
things, and one which the Irish Members 
in this House would always cry out 
against. He would refer again to the 
memorandum which was filled with so 
much balderdash and piffle. Dr.Starkie in 
the memorandum he had issued had gone 
for the scalp of the Archbishop of Dublin. 
| Hon. Members were told that a sufficient 
number of copies of this precious memo- 
randum could not be produced in time 
to supply all the members of the House. 
That was a piece of the greatest humbug 


|that ever existed. He was a printer 
himself, and could state emphatically 
that there was no greater difficulty 


in producing 500 copies than the few 
which had been put round the House. 
What was the reason of that humbug ? It 
was because Dr. Starkie thought he could 
spring the memorandum on the House, 
/and so cover up his tracks, that hon. 
Members would not have an opportunity 
of nailing him upon his statements. The 
archbishop, however, had fortunately 
secured a copy on the previous evening, 
and had written a very important letter 
upon the subject, which had appeared 
in the Irish papers that morning. In 
the memorandum Dr. Starkie had 
spoken of the crisis at the Education 
Office. He had called it a crisis because 
| they had altered the system of payment 
of the teachers, they had consolidated 
the salaries, and on account of the great 
labour in dealing with that consolidation 
a crisis had come about. It was ridicu- 
lous to call it a crisis. This crisis 
/which Dr. Starkie spoke of was a crisis 
which existed among the staff, and had 
| been caused by the conduct of the Educa- 
tion Board. These education officers 
j}administered a sum of £1,400,000, 
| £20,000 of which went to the staff of the 
| office. The Scotch Vote, which was of 
‘the same amount, was administered at 
| a cost of only £16,000 for the staff, yet 











313 


unde! 
dent 

his of 
woulc 
he ha 
them 

Educ: 
Engli: 
expect 
like t 
comm 
in cov 
Englis 
shoulc 
£1,400 
dition 
fora 
take ¢ 
of the 
Upon 

in Ire! 
deserv 
ment. 
whose 
could 

the st 
Irelan: 


















it wou 
to rea 
a year 
school: 
the a 
qualify 
the ho 
had th 
was q 
teache 
able a 
devote 
When 
a meet 
Dumb 
teache 
receive 
emolut 
and £ 
that t! 
the ec 
things 
did ad 
there. 
insteac 
same 
intellis 
as the 
the m 
even il 
to this 
but we 
VOI 











312 


were 
sland, 
s and 
e not 
ntelli- 
Tibed 
it be- 
gotry 

the 
vern- 
n the 
te: of 
nbers 
out 
> the 
th so 
kie in 
gone 
iblin. 
cient 
emo- 
time 
ouse, 
nbug 
inter 
ically 
culty 
- few 
Ouse, 
a By |: 
ould 
use, 
hon. 
nity 
The 
ately 
ling, 
etter 
ared 

In 
had 
ition 
ase 
nent 
lated 
rreat 
ition 
dicu- 
Crisis 
CTisis 
had 
luca- 
icers 
000, 
f the 
as of 


d at 
, yet 











313 Supply—-Civil 
under the Irish system they had a resi- 
dent commissioner complaining that 


he had no power to remove them or get 
them superannuated by this 
Education Board. He wondered what 
English Members, who might fairly be 
expected to take an interest in a question 
like this, thought. They were a great 


in commercial questions, and how many 
Englishmen would wish that there 
should be a Board like this administering 
£1,400,000 in this way? It was a con- 
dition of things they would not tolerate 
fora moment, and they would very soon 
take drastic measures to send the whole 


Upon the general question of education 
in Ireland there was one point seriously 


ment. The hon. Member for West Kerry, 
whose eloquent statement of the matter 
could not be surpassed, had stated that 
the starting salary of the teachers in 
Ireland was £56 per annum, and that 











it would take thirty-six years for a teacher 
to reach the maximum salary of £150 
ayear. It is only in 10 per cent. of the 
schools in Ireland that the teachers had 
the attendance by which they could 
qualify for the maximum salary, and yet 
the hon. Member for East Finsbury had 
had the temerity to say that £56 a year 
was quite enough for an Irish school 
teacher to start with. That was too miser- 
able a salary to expect trained men, who 
devoted their lives to education, to accept. 
When on a visit to Scotland he attended 
a meeting in one of the board schools of 
Dumbartonshire, and he had asked the 
teacher there what his salary was,and had 
received the reply that his salary and 
emoluments amounted to between £300 
and £400 a year. It was no wonder 
that the Scotch were swarming all over 
the country, and getting all the best 
things in life, when they had such splen- 
did advantages of education as he saw 
there. He thought that Ireland should, 
instead of being kept behind, have the 


same opportunity of developing the | 
intelligence of the people by education | 


as the Scotch. If they gave Irishmen 
the management of their own affairs, 
even in education, they would not come 
to this House with any pitiful appeals, 
but would set manfully to work, and in- 
VOL. XCVII. [(FourrH SERIEs.] 
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his officials would not do their work and | 
would not even read the rules, and that | 


effete | 


commercial people, took a great interest | 


of these people about their business. | 


deserving of the attention of the Govern- | 
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stead of having the teachers paid so 
| miserably as now they would, out of their 
own scanty means, give sufficient to 
maintain first-class schools. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,S.) said the reve- 
lations which had been made in the matter 
of this Board were in themselves a con- 
demnation of the system of education 
in Ireland. It would be admitted that 
a nominated body, thoroughly out of 
| sympathy with the wishes of the people to 
be educated, could not be a success, and 
Ireland was the only country where a 
great educational department was carried 
on by a nominated body. The tendency 
of the Government with regard to edu- 
cation in England was to delegate to the 
local authorities the authority to con- 
duct the education of their own districts, 
as was shown by the Bill now before the 
House to hand over that power to the 
county councils. But in Ireland they 
still retained the old, worn out, and 
antiquated system of a nominated board. 
The real objection to this system was 
that, while it pretended to satisfy the 
wants of the Irish people, it really did 
nothing of the kind. While it was true 
that the religious differences were said 
to be met by constituting the Board 
equally of Catholics and Protestants, 
there was the disadvantage that the 
Board was not an educational one. It 
was not sufficient to have Catholics and 
Protestants upon the Board; what was 


required was Catholic educationists 
and Protestant educationists. There 
was a great dearth of educationists 


upon the Board, and to conduct eduea- 
tion in this manner was to hamper 
education in its first steps. The 
fact that stared them in the face 
right through the system of Irish edu<a- 
tion, whether it was the primary or 
whether it was the more advanced 
education, was the way in which the 
wishes of the people were ignored. The 
question of university education had 
often been raised in the House, and an 
inquiry had now been granted in respect 
of that matter, but that inquiry was not 
nearly so important as the inquiry 
which had now been demanded by the 
hon. Member for Waterf rd. A con- 
sideration not to be ignored was that 
| when a foreign country tried to govern 
/a country in a foreign way, as England 
‘tried to govern Ireland, it never recog- 
M 
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nised the various educational movements 
going on in that country. There was 
nothing more striking in Ireland at the 
present time than the movement for the 
revival of the Irish language ; yet the 


Education Board, which was looking | 


after the intellectual interests of the 


youth of Ireland, had, since the resigna- | 


tion of Dr. Walsh, nobody at all to look 
after the Irish children in this respect. 
It had been said that some members 
of the Board were learned professors of 
Trinity College, and that might be 
perfectly true ; but Trinity College and 


its professors were an alien institution | 


in the country, and any attempt by the 
Government to claim that they were 
looking after the interests of the people 
by putting over them men alien to them 
in every respect would not succeed. 
There were other Trinity College pro- 
fessors well qualified to take a position 
upon the Education Board, and the 
appointment to such a position of Dr. 
Douglas Hyde would have given general 
satisfaction. He was not appointed, 
however, because he had the interests 


of the people at heart, and because he | 


saw in the educational movement at the 
present time for the revival of the ancient 
language of Ireland an opportunity to 
help the people to develop themselves on 
national lines, and that the study of the 
old language would enable them to grasp 
the history of the country, and build up 


a national character in themselves which | 


would never be built up under any 
system of nominated Boards. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said he , 


intended to contribute a few remarks in 
this debate upon the important matter 
of education. To his mind there was 
no subject of more importance to the 
Irish people than the question of educa- 
tion. He condemned the existing condi- 
tion of education in Ireland, and insisted 
upon the necessity for a revolutionary 
change to a system conducted on really 
national lines. The hon. Member 
pointed out that Irish manufactures and 
industries having been ruined by British 
rule, the Irish people had largely to rely 
for their advancement on those who were 
to come after them on a system of 
national education. When this system 
was launched over seventy years ago 
under the name of a national system of 


Mr. Boland. 


education it was never intended by the 
people who launched it that it should be 
'made into an anti-national system. 
Every effort had been made to utilise 
the system of education in Ireland in the 
interests of the ascendency class. In his 
early days he had ample opportunity of 
confirming what he had stated upon 
this point. One thing which had struck 
him in connection with this debate was 
the absence of hon. Members from their 
seats upon the Government side of the 
House. After the speech of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone there was 
quite a stampede from the benches 
opposite. He did not deny that there 
had been great scholars and educationists 
connected with the National Board, but 
all their learning and education had been 
directed in one channel, and that was 
the maintenance of the Protestant 
ascendency in Ireland. What were they 
| doing for the Catholics of Ireland or the 
education of the world? They were 
mere figure-heads, merely ornamental, 
| and the business was carried on by a few 
functionaries. Dr. Walsh joined the 
Board a few years ago with the view of 
doing some service to the Irish people. 
After his experience of it he had now 
retired sadly disappointed. He could find 
nothing but perversity and incompe- 
tence; but his retirement might be the 
best thing the Irish people ever saw in 
connection with the Board. What they 
wanted was not so much an inquiry— 
although that was badly wanted—as a 
revolution of the entire system. It was 
quite true that they could do little in this 
House to bring that about, but they had 
in Ireland the Irish National League, 
and they had newspapers in Dublin to 
educate the people. There were branches 
of the National League all over the 
country, and if they were driven to that 
resource they could nationalise the 
system. In the city of Limerick there 
was scarcely any control by the National 
Board. In Ireland they had one uni- 
| versity—Trinity College. It was founded 
by robbery and spoliation. It was hard 
‘that Irishmen should now have to 
|beg for education at the hands of 
‘the English nation, for in former 
‘times the Irish were a learned people. 
‘They were told that they ought to 
‘forgive and forget their wrongs. They 


| might forgive, but they could not forget, 
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their memories being good. He remem- 
bered as a boy when the population of 
Ireland was nine millions, and now it was 
only four and a half millions. They were 
going down hill, whereas in England they 
were going up hill. They asked to be 
allowed simply to go on their own way. 


Dr. Walsh, whose learning was equal to , 


that of St. Thomas Aquinas, and who 
was famous as a_ great educationist, 
could do nothing while he was on the 
Board of Education. The Resident Com- 
missioner admitted that the officials 
othe Board could do what suited them- 
selves, and they were steeped in bigotry 
and hatred. The English people knew 
nothing of what went on in Ireland. All 
they wanted was denominational educa- 
tion, and that the Catholie people, by 
their bishops and priests, and their 
Members of Parliament, should — be 
allowed to manage their own system, 
and that the Presbyterians of the North 
of Ireland should have the right to their 
own system, according to their own 
belief. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said that the 
hon. Member for South rion had, in 
the course of his excellent speech, de- 
clared that he did not think a case had 
been made out for an inquiry into the 
condition of affairs in the Irish Education 
Board, but he was sure that not only 
that hon. Gentleman, but every fair- 
minded man in the House, would admit 
that an imperative case had been made 
out for inquiry when they heard the 
letters read which had been addressed by 
the Resident Commissioner to Arch- 
bishop Walsh. The hon. Member then 
tread the extracts from the letters of Dr. 
Starkie, quoted by the hon. Member for 
South Leitrim, and insisted that there was 
something radically wrong in the Board 
of Education when the Archbishop had 
ielt compelled to resign. When, some 
years ago, Dr. Walsh accepted a seat on 
the Board, his Grace had surprised most 
of his friends in Ireland, and they knew 
that, from his brave and strenuous nature, 
he would not give in as long as there was 
the slightest chance of carrying out his 
views, which were those of the vast | 
majority of the people of Ireland. His 
Girace’s resignation was a confession of 
confusion and failure in the Board. 
Board was dead, and the only inquiry 
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| that should be made was a post-mortem 
inquiry. Archbishop Walsh stood for a 
great deal to the Irish people. He was 
the head and representative of their great 
and ancient faith, and was the national 
exponent of the views of the Irish people 
on education. Anyone who knew the 
stery of Ireland, who understood the love 
of its people for education, would almost 
despise them for the way they had put up 
with the existing system so long. For 
his part he had no fear but that this 
inquiry would have to be made. They 
were not going to allow themselves to be 
eternally despised when they made their 
demands. Did they want him to go 
back to Ireland and say that the Irish 
people could not get justice in this House ? 
He could freely state, after an experience 
of many years, that they could get 
nothing, and he would be very glad to go 
back and tell his people that for any 
reforms they must depend upon them- 
selves and not upon that House.  Al- 
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though he supported the motion, he 
would not regret its being defeated, 


because he could go to his own country 
and say to his own people, “* You see what 
this English Parliament is ; you see what 
it has done, and you see that even in a 
simple measure like this you cannot get 
your demands granted, and therefore for 
any reforms you require you must 
depend upon your own selves. 


*Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.) said 
he thought it was unfortunate that 


because one of the members of a Board 
of high and eminent gentlemen in Ireland 
had thought fit to retire from the seat 
which he had occupied for some time that 
the question of his retirement should be 
made the subject of a first-class debate 
in this House. Archbishop Walsh was 
one of those men in Ireland for whom he 
had an extraordinary admiration, not 
‘only as a great ecclesiastic, but as an 
Irishman of whom all Irishmen ought to 
be proud. He agreed entirely with the 
Nationalist Members in their desire to 
have Roman Catholics given the fullest, 
and greatest, and largest position in the 
administration of the sums granted by 
the House for the purposes of Irish 
education, and it was an extraordinary 
surprise to him to find the hon. 
Member for East Waterford attacking 
, him personally as being out of sympathy 


M 2 
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with his own country because he had 
cheered some of the observations of an 
Irish Unionist. He was sufficiently Irish 
to admire the geniality and witty spirit 
of his countrymen, and when he cheered 
a witty remark of the hon. Gentleman he 
was far from adopting the political views 
which he generally advocated. So far 
as Dr. Walsh was concerned he considered 
that his Grace had exhibited a singular 


want of judgment in this matter, and | 


when he heard hon. Gentlemen on the 
opposite side, including the right hon. 
Member who sat upon the Front Bench, 
speaking of the gentlemen who formed 
the Board of Lrish Education, men who 
were among the most eminent of those 
living in Ireland, and saying that they 
were unknown as educationists, he could 
only express his amazement; not to 
speak of the judges on the Board, Dr. 
Traill, Dr. Bernard, and Dr. Starkie had 
all been Fellows of Trinity College, pass- 
ing the hardest and the greatest of all 
competitive examinations known in this 
country. Hon. Members opposite might 
sneer at Trinity College and the Univer- 
sity of Dublin, but to tell him that it was 
not the greatest institution at the present 
moment that adorned his native land 
was to him a monstrous fabrication. 
Hon. Members ought to be very careful 
of criticising and judging those who had 
been selected by successive Governments 
to be members of the National Board of 
Education. He was no admirer of that 
Board; he had been taught to regard 
with disapproval the whole system of 
national education in Ireland, and 
he was not going to defend it now; 
but it was initiated and developed by 
Archbishop Murray and Archbishop 
Whately, the Roman Catholic and 
Protestant Archbishops of Dublin many 
years ago, upon principles which com- 
mended themselves. to the most en- 
lightened Roman Catholies of the highest 
class in Ireland. Though this system 
might now be regarded as obsolete, it 
should not be forgotten that those men 
made a determined effort in their time 
to promote what they thought was best 
for the liberty and sentiment of Ireland. 

It was true he had come away from 
Ireland and had given the best years of 
his life to building up that great colonial 
empire of which he was asproudas of being 
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« 


had faded away, all Irishmen would be 
as proud as any in the United Kingdom, 
and which would eventually bring pros- 
perity to Ireland. He believed there was 
a great future before Ireland. He was 
entirely with hon. Members opposite 
with regard to their views on denomina- 
tional education, and he was as strongly 
in favour as hon. Gentlemen opposite of 
having justice done to Roman Catholics 
in Ireland, as it had been to the 
Church and the great body of Christians 
to which he belonged on this side of the 
Channel; but he would not be a party 
to the hounding down of Irishmen 
simply because they would not swallow 
the shibboleth of Home Rule. It was to 
be regretted that his right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary had selected the 
12th of July for the discussion of these 
controversial Estimates. Deplorable 
as he considered the loss of Archbishop 
Walsh from a_ position in which he 
was most useful, he thought at the 
same time he had made a great mis- 
take in resigning, and that hon. Members 
had made a great mistake in raising this 
discussion in this way.” Some of the 
letters read this evening struck him 
with astonishment and amazement, but 
at the same time he hoped in spite of this 
debate, and the bitterness which was at 
times evolved in debates of this descrip- 
tion, that the always genial spirit of the 
Irish Roman Catholics would prevail, that 
Trinity College, of which all Irishmen 
were so proud, would be able to hold 
its own in Ireland, and that the system 
of national education would be moulded 
in such a way as to meet the approval 
of the hon. Gentlemen opposite, in spite 
of all the political differences which 
existed between them and him. 


Mr. POWER said that he felt that it 
was his duty to acknowledge that he 
had done the hon. Gentleman wrong. 
He was quite prepared to accept the 
hon. Gentleman’s explanation that he 
wastapplauding the wit and not the 
sentiment of the speech to which he 


referred. 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 


mara) said he was glad to see that the 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoker 
|had not a word to say in favour of the 


an Irishman, and which, after Home Rule | national educational system for Ireland, 


Mr. Sharpe. 
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and he was also pleased to hear the} 


eulogium passed on Dr. Walsh. He 
hoped after the observations which the 
hon. Gentleman had made with regard 
to the Archbishop of Dublin and the 
remarks he had made in condemnation 
of the educational system of Ireland 
he would be sufficiently logical to vote 
for the motion of the hon. Member for 
Waterford. The Irish people and all 
those who were in favour of education in 
Ireland would recognise that they owed 
a good deal to Dr. Walsh for the position 
which he had taken up. He had been 
fighting for the cause of education and 
nationalism in Ireland, surrounded by 
men not educationists in the true sense 
of the word. There was scarcely a man 
upon the Committee who could be said 
to be an edueationist. The National 
Board of Education was a fossilised body, 
which was anti-national and anti-Irish. 
The whole atmosphere of the National 
Board of Education and of the educa- 
tion system of Ireland generally was 
an atmosphere hostile to the Irish nation- 
ality and to the Catholic religion. Arch- 
bishop Walsh had taken a strong and 
remarkable course owing to the action 
taken by the officials of the Board. 
Those who read through the correspon- 
dence could see that the Archbishop 
believed the whole system was wrong 
and rotten, and that he wished to have 
it improved. The Committee, in his 
opinion, did not realise sufficiently the 
importance of the correspondence in this 
matter. Dr. Walsh had evidently the 
sympathy of Dr. Starkie in his efforts 
toreform the Board. It was evident that 
those two gentlemen were desirous of 
bringing about some reform in the 
Board, and Dr. Starkie had admitted 
that his hands had been tied by the 
officials ; but that gentleman had not 
resigned. Dr. Walsh had resigned be- 
cause of his desire to call the attention 
of the House to the condition of educa- 
tion in Ireland. How the Chief Secre- 
tary, in the face of the correspondence, 
could refuse the inquiry asked for was 
beyond his comprehension. Education 
for the last seventy years had been most 
defective, and he appealed to hon. Gentle- 
men on both sides of the House to try 
and force the hand of the Chief Secretary 
in this matter. Dr. Starkie himself had 
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pointed out that it was an intolerable | 
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state of affairs that he had no control 
over the staff in his office for which he 

ras responsible. The right hon. Gentle- 
man surely would not decline an inquiry 
demanded by such facts as those. Dr. 
Walsh in the correspondence had pointed 
out that he had found it absolutely 
hopeless to work out a reform from 
within in the ordinary course by appeal- 
ing to the resident commissioner to do 
his duty and deal with his incompetent 
and insubordinate staff of assistants. Dr. 
Walsh, having failed to effect the reform, 
had after several years resigned his 
position and asked for an inquiry into 
the whole matter. This was an opportu- 
nity which the right hon. Gentleman 
had for acceding to a reasonable Irish 
demand. If he did not accede to it he 
could only say it would be another 
instance of the want of desire of the 
Front Bench to grant any concessions 
for Ireland. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone said he wished to see a revolu- 
tion in the education system of Ireland, 
and there was no doubt that there ought 
to be a commission of inquiry into the 
whole system. A Commission had been 
granted to inquire into the university 
question, but it was necessary, in view 
of the unsatisfactory condition of edu- 
cation in Ireland, that the whole system 
should be reorganised. He had had 
some experience in education, and, while 
he had seen in this country improve- 
ment advancing by great progress, in 
Ireland for the last thirty years he had 
seen the same old books and the same 
antiquated system of teaching. Whilst 
both England and Scotland had been 
advancing rapidly in this matter, educa- 
tion in Ireland had been at a standstill. 
Such a state of things was quite enough 
to condemn the National Education 
Board ; he would, therefore, suggest to 
the right hon. Gentleman that, while he 
granted the inquiry demanded by the 
hon. Member for Waterford, he would 
take the greater question into considera- 
tion, and inquire into the whole system 
of education in Ireland, with the object 
of seeing whether he could not carry 
out the views of the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. If Mr. Walsh and Dr. 
Starkie and a few other gentlemen like 
them were appointed on a Commission 
of that kind, they would very soon devise 
some system of education which would 
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RUSSELL: And it is 


He had great pleasure i in supporting the | perfectly legitimate to do so. 


motion of his hon. friend. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror LRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): We 


have had an interesting and picturesque | 


debate upon a subject of great import- 
ance. 
always been of the greatest importance 
to every country, and perhaps especially 
to [reland, a country which, for reasons 
into which I need not now enter, has 
not gained as much as England and 
Scotland have from the moneys devoted 
by Parliament to education from year te 
But the debate has been a dis- 


year. 

cursive one, and must have left a some- 
what confused impression upon the 
minds of English Members who have 
dropped and heard only parts here 
and there. We have had attacks on 


or violent criticisms of the officials 

the National Board ; we have had sug- 
gestions for abolishing it ; we have had 
three or four alternatives which might 
be substituted for it. We have had 
references to the date on which we are 
gathered together, to the history of Ire- 
land, and to much else that has been very 


entertaining and instructive to those 
who have been here, as I have, since 
about three o'clock this afternoon. 


But a confused impression is left on the 
mind. Let me illustrate that by one 
sentence which fell from the hon. 
Member for Connemara. Speaking of 
the action of Archbishop Walsh, he 
said— 

“Ostensibly he has been attacking the 
officials of the Board, but through the whole 
of his statements there runs evidence of a 


desire to introduce a completely new form of 
education in Ireland.” 


Well, Sir, I was not prepared to say that 
to this Committee. I am prepared to 
accept his Grace's account of his own 
dissatisfaction with the working of the 
office, and I say that the fact that 
Archbishop Walsh has resigned because 
of that dissatisfaction has been taken 
advantage of this afternoon by hon. 
Members in order to introduce a far 
wider topic, viz., whether or not ee 
system of education which prevails ir 

Ireland is a good one, and what se 
could be put in its place, 


Mr. O'Malley. 


The question of education has | 


| Mr. WYNDHAM 


The hen. 
| Member for South Tyrone, in the course 


I agree. 


| of an interesting speech, said that the 
Education Vote the opportunity 
Members to air their views on 
education in Ireland. So it is. 
not the opportunity of the Minister in 
charge of the Estimates, and | must 
therefore, deny myself in a great measure 
the large ambit which almost  every- 
body else has claimed—to criticise the 
principles which underlie the existing 
system, or to outline the substitutes 
which they would prefer. The resig- 
nation of Archbishop Walsh has been 
| made the occasion for advocating a 
revolution in the system which prevails 
in Lreland. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone said, ** It is not an inquiry that 
I want; it is a revolution.”” The hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford, 
who has moved a reduction, and accom- 
panied his motion with a request for an 
inquiry. did not attack the officials of 
the Board very vehemently. The shatts 
aimed at the officials were intended to 
ricochet off and strike the Government 
because it allows such a system to exist. 
That is the whole explanation of the 
debate, and it indicates the somewhat 
contused impression left on the minds of 
English Members. My hon. friend asks 
for a revolution in the system of educa- 
tion in Ireland, and says this is the ocea- 
sion for it. One of the wisest men. 
perhaps the wisest. who ever lived, said 


was 
for hon. 


that revolutions proceed from small 
occasions, but from great causes. My 


remarks must be devoted to an attempt 
to show that the occasion is indeed 
small, but, as I have hinted, I must leave 
the question of whether or not the great 
cause exists for a future occasion. When 
I sav that the occasion is small I do not 
refer to the resignation of Archbishop 
Walsh. That resignation was unexpected 
and deplorable. The Archbishop has 
rendered the greatest services to the 
cause of primary education in Ireland 
during recent years, and in the position 
which I occupy I had confidently counted 
on his advice in all that affects primary 
education in Ireland. I understand 
ithat he has retired from the Board, and. 


But it is. 
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does not intend to further assist the { by the officials, really centres around two 


existing system in its present shape. | 
| regret that most deeply, and I think | 
the cause of primary education in Ireland | 
has suffered a very great loss. The | 
retirement of Archbishop Walsh is not 

asmall matter, but I must be permitted 
to say. with all deference to his Grace, 
that the events which have led to that 
retirement bulk in his vision more 
largely than they have any need to do. | 
What does it all come to? We have | 
heard many speeches made, and we | 
have had long extracts read from these 

papers which contain all the charges | 
preferred by his Grace, and the reply of | 
a very respected member of the Board. 

Here let me say that I do not think | 
this can be called Dr. Starkie’s report. 
Dr. Starkie has done much for education, 
and [ am sorry that no tribute has been 
paid to him in the course of this debate. 
Every tribute that has been paid to the 
Archbishop might with equal force | 
have been paid to the Resident Com- 

missioner. But if Dr. Starkie formu- 

lated this reply, it was, after all, adopted 

by a very large meeting of the Board, 

at which—I do not like going into these 

denominational distinctions — but at 

which all the denominations were repre- 

sented. 

Parenthetically, may I express my 
great regret that some English Members 
have not been supplied with these papers. 
The fact is that it was only by using very 
great exertions that it was possible to 
obtain any advance copies at all. A special 
meeting of the Board was convened, 
at which these minutes were drawn up, 
and it was only bv hastening the printers 
in Ireland and taking great pains I was 
able to get a certain number of advance 
copies, and by obtaining permission 
to waive the rules of the House, which 
impose certain restrictions upon the 
circulation of papers. That is a digres- 
sion, but I wish hon. Members to under- 
stand that no discourtesy was intended, 
and that every effort was made in order 
to have a reasonable debate to-night. 


Hon. Members who have listened 
to the speeches and read these very 
comprehensive papers will, I think, 
agree with me that the whole of the 
conflict about the work and the efficiency 
of the staff, and laches on the part of the 
staff, or any unauthorised action taken | 





pivots. The first is the claim of the 
teachers in Ireland to have exceptional 
treatment when the normal treatment 
accorded under the new rules fails to be 
absolutely equitable. It is clear how 


'great a change has been effected in 


national education in Ireland during 
the last few years, and through the 
instrumentality of the very Board and the 
very officials who have been arraigned 
to-night, and largely thanks to the 
energy of the Resident Commissioner, 
Dr. Starkie. From a system based on 
results fees—a pernicious principle which 
has been rejected in almost every country 
in Europe—the Board and its officials 
and, to a great extent, the Resident 
Commissioner, have proceeded to a 


‘system based on a consolidated salary 


given to the teachers, and to a plan by 
which the teachers, instead of being paid 
according to their success in an examina- 
tion, which they could take on whenever 
they pleased, are now graded in accord- 
ance with the importance and the size 
of the schools in which they teach. 
All who take an interest in education 
will at once allow that these are great. 
and most important refor s. The sys- 
tem of basing the classification of the 
teacher on his attainments in past ex- 
aminations led inevitably to this—that. 
it paid him much better to attend a small 
school than a large one; he could rise 
in the hierarchy by his individual efforts 
as a scholar instead of by his aptitude as a 
teacher. The system of results fees 
is known to be a very bad one for the 
pupils. The clever ones are forced 
on and made exhibitional competitors ; 
the mind of a child in a delicate state is 
oppressed and wearied; and some of the 
most promising children are ruined for 
life, while the stupid ones are thrown 
into a state of hopeless stagnation. All 
that has been swept away by this Board, 
these officials, and this Resident Com- 
missioner ; the change has been effected 
in a very brief period; and I claim that 
the change has been a beneficent one. 

But have hon. Members really con- 
sidered the magnitude of the labour 
involved in these reforms? There are 
in Ireland 13,000 teachers, over 8,000 
schools, and 8,000 managers. This 
necessarily complicated plan had to be 
submitted in a provisional shape, and it 
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elicited 40,000 letters on one point alone ;| to the point raised by the hon. Member 
2,753 claims for special consideration | for West Kerry, and about which the hon, 
were put forward by teachers based on | Member for East Finsbury expressed some 
the plea that the consolidated salary | concern—that the teachers had been, | 
calculated on the average of three years | will not say cheated, but deprived of a 
or the normal of the last year, if that | quarter of their balance of the residual 
was more beneficial to the teacher, was| grant. The whole thing resolves itself 
not absolutely equitable. The officials| into this. For Treasury reasons, and 
of the Board have had to write 40,000 | for no others, the sum of money to which 
letters on that point alone. ‘the teachers were entitled was paid 

Then consider not only the volume re | in the first week of April instead of in the 
work, but the intricacy of the question. | last week of March. 
Under the old system teachers in the 
national schools of Ireland were paid} \fr. DILLON (Mavo, E.) _ asked 
on eight different accounts, some fixed! yhether the right hon. Gentleman still 
and others fluctuating, namely, a full ‘claimed that the residual grant went by 
year’s class salary, or a full year's capita-| the financial and not the calendar year, 
tion payment ; 20 per cent. increase on | 
class salary ;a full year’s bonus in the case 
of assistants entitled to it; a full year’s) Mr. WYNDHAM: I claim that most 
good service or supplementary salary | emphatically. It is a very complicated 
in the case of teachers entitled to same ;| subject. Had the original and siuple 
a full year’s residual grant ; a full year’s | plan of the Commissioners been followed, 
results fees; a full year’s customs and| the teachers might have lost something 
excise grant ; anda full year’s gratuities | on results fees, but there would have been 
where payable. Under thesecight different | no difficulty of this kind. In order, how- 
heads were the teachers paid accord- | ever, that the teachers should not lose on 
ing to the eminence they had reached | the results fees, the new consolidated 
by passing competitive examinations. | salaries were applied to each school, not 
All that had to be swept away, and one | on the date originally contemplated, the 
consolidated salary given in its place. | Ist April, 1900, but whenever the results 
At the outset the Board, who were largely fees year finished in each particular 
indebted to the Resident Commissioner, | school. It is a complicated arrangement 
proposed to adopt the somewhat simple for hon. Members to follow, and they 
plan of giving a consolidated salary, with | must take it from me that it was a fair 
increments every three years—a salary arraygement. Having done that, you 
which was ina rough and ready manner | are led on to other complicated actuarial 
a fair equivalent of the average sum adjustments. It is a fact that in the long 
total of the emoluments derived from | run, in so far as the balance of the re- 
these eight sources. But upon one point | sidual grant and the results fees are con- 
the teachers made a claim which upon | cerned, every teacher in Ireland has, | 
consideration was found to be a just | believe, already received all that he can 
claim. They received some part of their receive, unless it is disputed. 
emoluments from “ results fees.” This | 
is very hard to follow, but I think I 
must make it clear, because nearly the | understood to point out that the office 
whole of the charges which have been | hed stated that the money which wis 
made arise from a misconception of these | Seepetacde paid as resulta fees was a 
very intricate points. The year for the|* ee ae : 

: : | due. 

results fees was the calendur year, and | 
the year for the other fees was the finan- | 
cial year. I have only to mentionthat in| Mr. WYNDHAM: ! was unable to 
order to bring home to the minds of hon. | accept several of the arguments used by 
Members who have been connected | the hon. Member, who is an eloquent 
with any transaction of the kind the | champion of the teachers. There is this 
illimitable opportunity for logic-chop- | fundamental difficulty, that whereas the 
ping presented by such an arrangement. | teachers thought that this change in the 
While I am on this point, let me refer | system of education in Ireland was a 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL ~ was 
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proper oceasion for asking for a con- 
sideration of, and making an addition to, 
all the demands they had ever put for- 
ward, the Treasury have officially laid it 
down that, whilst assenting to this 
change, it was not to be considered as an 
occasion for a subsequent reconsideration 
of those demands. The Treasury did 
not say that they were never to be recon- 
sidered, but that they were a distinct 
matter—that this substitution of a con- 
solidated salary for results fees, and so 
on, was a good thing to which they 
assented, and for which they would pay 
all the money necessary to carry it into 
effect, but that they would not allow it 
to be used as an opening for the revival 
at that moment of questions which had 
for vears been the subjects of controversy 
between the teachers and the Board. 





If the Committee will accept that 
general statement from me they will 
understand why there has been so much 
misconception about this matter. I do 
not blame the teachers for endeavouring 
to better their position. They are quite 
within their right in so doing. 
Treasury is also within its right when it 
claims to settle one matter at a time, and 
not further to complicate an affair already 
sui ciently intricate by a number of other 
very debatable demands put forward Ly 
a large class of public servants. I claim 
that th» plan, whether as originally con- 
ceived or as modified in the interests of 
the teachers, was a generous plan. A 
description of that plan will be found at 
page 26 of these papers, and I would 
venture to ask those who desire to 


understand this question to read it. [| | or ; 
. . . 1 « y *e « ‘a q >» as . od rer 
may summarise this by saying that the | the average earnings of the teacher over 


consolidation was a fair one, based, in 


most cases, upon the average of the last , : : ; 
| opposite because it was claimed that 


three years emoluments. But this was 
not always so. Where the sums received 
for the last year were very much better 
for the teacher than the average of the 
three years, in that case the Board, by a 
general direction, said the teacher should 
have the benefit of that calculation. But 
the teachers held themselves entitled to 
aim exceptional treatment whenever 
they disapproved of the result arrived at ; 
and the officials of the Board have been 
blamed for dismissing some of these 
appeals without bringing them before 
the Commissioners sitting round the 
table. If the granting of the normal 
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| 
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salary for one year was only a little better 
than the average for the three years, it 
was laid down by the Treasury rule that 
no exceptions were to be made. Hon. 
Members will understand that a teacher 
who thought there was an absolute 
option, and found that if he adopted the 
one-year calculation he would gain £3, 
felt that his was an exceptional case. 
That was not so. According to the 
arrangement entered into between the 
Board and the Treasury, the alternative 
method was only to be adopted when 
there would be a great loss to the teacher 
if the ordinary method of calculation 
was adopted. It is clear that people can 
argue for ever about a matter of this 
kind, but we have to deal with the hard 
facts. So the bargain was a fair one, 
and the general rules adopted by the 
Board were sufficiently liberal to 
embrace the great bulk of the cases. 
In the opinion of the Board this was a fair 
bargain, and therefore, the Financial 
Secretary did not exceed the limits of his 
discretion in writing off a number of 
appeals which would never have been 
entertained for a moment if they had 
come before the Board. The proof of 
this is to be found in the fact 
that the archbishop has himself said 
that he had examined a great number 
of these appeals and did not find 
any substance in them. Were the 
Board to sit de die in diem in order 


|to write polite letters to the people who 


made such claims as these? The plan 
acceded to by the Treasury was a generous 
plan. It was that this consolidated 
salary should be paid in most cases upon 


three years. The memorandum has 
been impeached by the hon. Member 


extra subjects were taken into account 
in the consolidated salary, and a teacher 
had written to say this had not been 
done. I do not say that this teacher 
wilfully misled the hon. Member, but 
the explanation of it is that, as a matter 
of fact, for several months such was the 
case, but then the Board changed the 
rule, for they found that within the 
limits allowed by the Treasury it was 
possible to work the extra subjects into 
the consolidated grant and this was done, 
Therefore, a teacher will receive under 


rule a consolidated salary, 


the 


new 
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which embraces the extra subject money 
earned, and he will be free to take extra 
subjects. Therefore, in the future, a 
teacher can earn additional sums by 
teaching extra subjects, so that, in a 
sense, he profits twice over. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: , Does 
the Chief Secretary really make the 
statement to this House that the teacher 
will benefit twice over by the same sub- 
ject ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Account has been 
taken of the sums he used to earn by 
teaching extra subjects in the calculation 
we have made, and after doing this the 
teacher is still free to teach extra subjects 
and thus make additional money. It 
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| the devoted head of Archbishop Walsh, 
| because he was known to be a true friend 
of the teachers. Many teachers when 
| they cannot make head or tail of any- 
thing at once write off to the Archbishop 
because they believe that he will see that 

| right is done. That is one of the melan- 
'choly effects of popularity, and I am 
‘sorry for what his Grace has had to 
/ endure during the last eighteen months. 
The second pivot around which this. 
controversy centres is the circular sent 
out to convent schools. A great deal 
has been made of this during the debate ; 
the defence of the Board has been im- 
pugned, and an endeavour has _ been 
made to show that the memorandum 
was a disingenuous document, but that 
is not so. I cannot attach to it the in- 
terpretation the hon. and _ learned 

Member for Waterford puts upon it. 


is only another way of putting it to say | 


that he will get paid twice over for teach- 
ing the same subject. I think that is a 
very liberal way of dealing with this 
question. It really does not matter 
whether the Board found they could do 
this at first or a few months later. In 
the long run the most suspicious teacher 
will be convinced by the solid evidence 
of money in his pocket that he has not 
suffered but gained under these new 
rules. These consolidated salaries which, 
as I have already pointed out, include 
some items upon which extra money can 
still be earned, are also the first stage 
towards a steady advance as is the case 
in the Civil Service. There is to bea 
triennial increment of a certain number 
of pounds—in some cases as much as £7 
or £12—so that the teacher who starts 
with £60 will gradually go up the ladder 
by these increments, and a far more 
liberal career will be opened for teachers 
in Irish schools than has been open to 
them before. I do not wish to labour 
the point but some hon. Members have 
evidently got the idea that the system 
is a narrow and parsimonious one. I do 
not pretend that the system is one which 
will satisfy all the teachers in Ireland, 
and I am not surprised that so great a 
change in the conditions of service of a 
deserving class of public servants, to 
whom two or three pounds annually is 
a matter of importance, should have 
brought down an avalanche of letters on 
the Board, and I am not surprised that a 
great part of the avalanche has fallen on 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 


the exact words. 


| quoted 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
think that is a point of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify me taking up the time 
of the Committee. What are the facts? 
The convent schools were paid a capita- 
tion rate for children educated in those 
schools ; but owing to the magnitude 
and intricacy of the labour involved a 
change was made and a lump sum was 
substituted for the capitation rate with 
an undertaking that there should be an 
adjustment at the end of the year. The 
whole head and front of this offence is 
that in the circular sent out a clerk 
negligently, or stupidly, or, as 1 would 
say, somnolently, did not put in the 
words “lump sum,” using the form ot 
words used by previous secretaries. He 
told these convent schools that they 
would be paid at the rate of a capitation 
grant of £800 which was nonsense. This 
official sent out the usual document 
stating the usual tale, but it did not 
state that this year the convent schools 
were going to get a lump = sum 
instead of the capitation grant. 
An immediate inquiry is demanded; 
but, really, is a public inquiry required 
into what has been described as the chaos 
and confusion of a public office because 


I really do not 


a clerk, suddenly subjected to an immense: 


strain of work, made this mistake ? 
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would have done it over and over again | 


it 1 had been as hard pressed as some of 
chose gentlemen. I think no Chief 
Secretary towards the end of the session 
would be able to say that he had never 
made a lapsus calami as grievous as 
this for which the high officials of the 
Board are to be arraigned. The whole 


of this contention narrows itself down to ! 


this one slip in the cireular, and this is 
made the foundation for the condemna- 
tion of the whole office. The Commis- 
sioners themselves in this memorandum 
plead guilty to many charges which have 
not been specifically preferred. They 
say that they have no doubt that in 
many letters written by hard-worked 
clerks there are similar slips. But when 
you come to the production of proof, it 
is this circular and the question of the 
special claims of teachers for the con- 
sideration of their incomes which only 


remain. Now, that is really the 
question which is before the Com- 
mittee, and this is the question 


which has been put most urgently to 
myself. As has been said several times, 
| do not directly represent the Board in 
this House ; but what I am asked to do 
is to sav that a public inquiry should be 
granted. Hon. Members say, ‘* Look at 
this ; and so on ; 
and in the month of July an immediate 
Parliamentary inquiry is demanded into 
the workings of the Board because of the 
laches—if they are laches—on the part of 
the overworked staff. That is the last 
word I have to say on that part of the 
debate. Towards the end of the debate 
quotations were produced from certain 
letters written by Dr. Starkie to his 
(race the Archbishop of Dublin. I 
would only say that Archbishop Walsh 
received a copy of these papers at nine 
oclock last night. I made great efforts 
that he should receive them. He has 
made a communication to the Freeman's 
Journal, in which he quotes certain 
letters written by Dr. Starkie to himself 
some months ago. [An IRISH MEMBER : 
Th: middle of May.] I am quite sure 
that Archbishop Walsh will feel that that 
was precipitate action. Now, what are 
the letters? It is declared that in Dr. 
Starkie’s opinion some of the clerks—— 


ab uno disce omnes,” 


Mr. 
officials, 


JOHN REDMOND: Higher 


{12 JuLty 1901} 





334 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is not one 
clerk of the first division in that oftice. 
That may be a mistake, but if so, attack 
the Government for putting so great an 
addition of work upon this office which 
does not contain one clerk of the first 
division. I stick to the word clerk. Of 
the gentlemen in that office who ate- 
officials there is not one clerk of the first: 
division according to Civil Service rating,. 
and some of them have been working for 
years. It may be that the burden of. 
work on this office was as great a strain 
as that which fell upon the Local Goverr.- 
ment Board of England shortly after the 
passing of the Local Government Act. 
You cannot extend the office, because 
the legislature in one session throws an 
additional burden on it. It is a fact that 
the resident Commissioner who has been. 
criticised, I think, mostly unjustly this: 
evening, did suggest to his colleagues. 
that it would be well to apply for the- 
retirement of some of the officials of the 
Board, and I think the Treasury were 
quite agreeable that they should he 
retired. But the Board, from mistaken 
good nature, did not take that view. 
They thought they could get through 
the work without asking public servants: 
to retire before they had qualified for 
full pensions. The same thing is done 
every day. It is a charitable and a gocd. 
thing to do as regard the Members of 
the Civil Service of the country. Although. 
it might have been better to retire some. 
of the older officials, they have got. 
through the business with these two. 
failures, if they were failures. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am sure 
the right hon. Gentleman will not object 
to me interrupting him for one moment.. 
He has made allusion to Dr. Starkie’s 
letters published to-day. Does he not. 
say— 

“Tt is very difficult for a manin my _ position. 


to deal with the class of men we have here- 
among the higher officials.” 


Then he leaves names blank, and adds— 


“are perfectly hopeless. I cannot get —— 


‘to read the rules or to adhere strictly tothem,. 


eg I have to take a great deal on trust. 
which is a bad security in this office.” 


Does the right hon. Gentleman desire to 
convey to the Committee that these two. 
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higher officials who are named in this 
iletter as perfectly hopeless are clerks in 
the office ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: IL have stated quite 
distinctly that they are clerks of the 
second division and not of the first 
division. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not go! 
‘into the Civil Service rating. Do they 
occupy the position of clerks, or secre- 
taries, or higher officials in the office ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not making 
a point of that. I was endeavouring to | 
bring out the fact, and I think I have 
brought it out, that the higher officials 
‘in this office rank second-division 
clerks, and not first-division clerks. | 
thought I was taking rather a generous 
view. I do not think the hon. Member 
is entitled to convey the impression to 
the House that I am arguing unfairly, 
and that I am going rather too far. We 
have had a reference to Dr. Starkie’s 
letters which are published to-day. 
They are communications between two 
colleagues engaged upon a difficult task 
and they are letters written not for 
publication, but under a feeling which I 
suppose actuates every man who has 
been placed in a different situation. 
Even the Leader of the Irish party, I | 
faney, would be a little taken aback if 
criticisms passed by him on those with | 
whom he co-operates were published. 


as 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean to convey 
that Archbishop Walsh has in a dis-| 
honourable way published private corre- 
spondence ? 


| SO 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I mean to convey | 
nothing of the kind. I have spoken of | 
Archbishop Walsh with the respect | 
which I have uniformly entertained for | 
him ; but I do mean to defend Dr. | 
Starkie, and I do mean to say that a| 
public official who has been engaged for | 
two years in an arduous task, and whose 
‘efforts have been attended with a large | 
measure of success, ought not to be | 
judged by a criticism passed upon any of | 
Mr. John Redinond. 


{COMMONS} 
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his colleagues or subordinates which 
was not meant for publication. If in g 
moment of disappointment, with the 
heavy duties which fall upon many of 
us, I have ever written a hasty letter 
passing a judgment on subordinates, and 
the man who received the letter felt 
bound, in the discharge of what he eon- 
sidered a public duty, to publish it, | 
would be inclined to say, ** Judge me not 
by such letters, but by my work and by 
the fact that I have gone on working 
with these men.” I would remind hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that Dr. Walsh ha 
himself paid a high tribute to the resident 
Commissioner which was published in 
the Freeman's Journal, in which he said 
that, thanks to the energy and working 
power of the newly-appointed resident 
Commissioner, everything has been got 
into working order. The record of that 
office, perhaps not adequately manned, 
is not a bad record, but a good record. 
The granting of such an inquiry as is 
asked for would be accepted from one end 
of the land to the other as a condemna- 
tion passed upon the loyalty and business 
energy of every man in the subordinate 
ranks of that office. After anxiously 
looking into the whole of these facts, I 
am clear that, if I were to say that such 
an inquiry should be granted now at the 
end of the session, I should be committing 
an act of great injustice to the resident 


| Commissioner and those who work with 


and under him. That does not mean 
that I consider we have reached the acme 
of perfection in education in Ireland. 
On that I offer no opinion whatever. | 
know that it would be absurd to institute 
an inquiry at this moment towards the 
end of the session. I know that it would 
be unjust to do so. I know that it would 
be impolitic to do so until the staff have 
completed the work they have carried 
far. If after that we need more 
enlightenment, | should be the last man 
to throw obstacles in the way. 

I turn from that section ot 
remarks of the hon. Member for 
Waterford to the main drift and 
purpose of this debate, namely, 
that this is but another illustration of 
our incapacity to govern in Ireland. 
{Hon. Members on the Irish Benches: 
Hear, hear.]| When I say “ our,” I mean 
the united Parliament, in which both 
British and Irish Members have seats, 


the 
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If this is but another elusive turning 
movement in order to harrass us, I can 
assure hon. Gentlemen opposite that. the 
deliberate conviction is that a united 
Parliament and a united Exchequer is, 
upon the whole, things being as they are, 
best for the welfare of both countries. 
At any rate, the system of education we 
are giving in Ireland is not from party 
motives. The hon. Member for North 
Louth quoted some figures which were 
calculated to lead to the belief that Seot- 
land was treated more generously than 
Ireland in the matter of State-aided 
education, but the fact is that, whereas 
in Ireland only 500,000 go to school, in 
Scotland 630,000 children go to school, 
and therefore while it is quite true that 
the Estimates showed that a larger grant 
of public money goes to Scotland than to 
Ireland, it is also true that the capitation 
rate of State money received by Ireland 
is far higher than in the case of Scotland 
or of England. The cost per child in 


England of State money from the united | 


Exchequer of the two countries is 
£1 15s. 6d., in Scotland £1 16s. 6d., and 
in Ireland £2 &s. Id. Hon. Members 
who have studied this question must be 
aware that the Treasury is usually 
guided by the consideration that they 
will give to those who make an effort on 
their own behalf and where local contri- 
butions are high, the higher Treasury 
grant is usually conceded. Comparing 
the countries apart upon that basis, and 
leaving out the training colleges and 


building grants, the figures are—in 
Ireland, £2 5s. 33d.; in England, 


£1 14s. 5d. ; and in Scotland £1 14s. &d. 
But in England, in the case of board 
schools, there is a local contribution of 
£1 4s. 7$d. for board schools, and for 
voluntary schools 9s. 43d. 


of £1 12s. 2d., and for voluntary schools 
ot £1 4s. 9d.; whereas in the case 


of Ireland the local contribution only | 


amounts to 2s. 74d. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Think of 
the poverty of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not laugh at 
the result, for I think it is a very sad 
result. I do not put it down to the 


{12 Jury 3901} 


In Scotland | 
the local contribution for board schools | 
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| blame of Ireland; I put it down to the: 
‘complexity of the problem with which 
they are confronted, and when I hear 
how members lightly suggest that we 
should sweep away that system with- 
‘out having found another to put in 
‘its place, then I know they are in 
the Opposition and not in the Govern- 
ment. What is the nature of this prob- 
lemin Ireland? In Ireland a denomina- 
tional system does in the main prevail. 
It is the system which they desired. It 
is true that the first idea of the National 
Board, when constituted in 1831, con- 
sisted in its entirety in the model schools, 
and the provision that there should be 
no religious teaching during class hours 
was embodied to a great extent ; but if 
we leave ideas and come to facts it is a 
fact that, taking the schools under 
Roman Catholic management entirely,. 
we find in them 94°7 per cent. of Catho- 
lies and only 5:3 per cent. of Protestants.. 
In the schools under Protestant manage- 
ment, there are 9°8 Catholics and 90°2 
Protestants, and, therefore, it is fair to 
say, broadly speaking, that Irish educa- 
tion is denominational. It has been 
suggested that the Government, because 
they are anti-Nationalist and unsym- 
pathetic, are wilfully withholding from 
'the Irish people the system they desire, 
but, on the contrary, the denomina- 
tional system is recognised far more in 
Ireland than in England or Scotland.. 
What makes the Irish system of educa- 
tion so expensive is the multiplication of. 
schools and teachers, which is due to the 
fact that we in so large a measure re- 
cognise the desire for denominational 
education. There is another thing 
which is desired. all over Ireland—that 
is the complete independence of the 
managers of those schools. The pro- 
posal to drop the Board and to provide 
'a new system of education is not a prac- 
tical one at the present moment. ‘There 
is another difficulty which we have to 
face. At each end of the spectrum there 
is an extreme demand, which is held in 
the north with as great a tenacity of 
religious conviction as any conviction 
held by the Roman Catholics in the 
south, that there ought to be in Ireland 
some symbol of purely secular education. 
There are model schools, and the children 
there cost £4 10s. a head, but if we 
withdraw that we would inflict upon 
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400,000 Irishmen precisely what they | tences of the speech of the Chiet Secretary 
allege is sometimes inflicted on the/in reply to the hon. Member for Con. 
Roman Catholics in the south. If it is| nemara, he stated correctly that, what. 
right to keep up the model schools it is | ever might be in the mind of the Aveh. 
right to keep up the convent and mon- | bishop of Dublin as to the capacity of the 
astic schools at the other end, and be-| Board for carrying on the educational 
tween them we have this complicated) work in Ireland, his public statements 
system of denominational education. | and his demands were confined practi- 
That is why Irish education is so dear, cally to the working of the office. The 
and I hesitate to say that the moment | Chief Secretary complained that, whereas 
has come in which any man, however | the public statements of the archbishop 
‘sanguine, can say, ‘I willsweep away this | were directed towards calling attention 
system.” It is a system which does|to the chaos and confusion which pre- 
give effective representation to all these | vailed in the office, his resignation was 
denominational desires, and I doubt} made the occasion by the Irish Members 
whether the county council, or any fora general assault on the whole system 
other elected bodies, would be able | of education in Ireland. That was per- 
to solve the problem without giving | fectly true, but why was that? It had 
umbrage to either the Presbyterians in| been admirably stated by the hon, 
the north or the Roman Catholics in the} Member for Waterford that for fifty 
south. Therefore, while I feel that there | years, until the Archbishop of Dublin had 
iis no ground for inquiry into the work | been persuaded to join the Board, this 
of the officials of the office, I recognise | Board had been the constant object of 
that there is a wider, a broader, question | attack by all the Catholic party in Ire. 
for discussing which this Vote presents | Jand, and did not enjoy the ‘slightest 
the only opportunity. lL accordingly | atom of the confidence of the Irish people, 
mike no complaint that it has been) When the Archbishop of Dublin, who 
raised, but while making no complaint I) was recognised on all hands as a great 
do say that the Amendment is not oppor- | educational expert, and who had been 
‘tune, and that it is not in my power to recognised as such by the Chief Secre- 
set a time when a statesman would be in tary, saw his way to join the Board, all 
‘a position to declare that he has a con-| the Irish Members felt it to be their 
fident solution for a problem which duty to live in hope that the archhishop 
embraces so many complexities. would produce great results in the 
/improvement of primary education in 
- | Ireland, and from that day for several 
Mr. DILLON aid that alter this vears, except directing attention to 
long interesting debate on one of the 2144 grievances, the Lrish party did not 
mos important subjects which could criticise the action of the National Board: 
concern the life of the [rish people, he | it was left to do its work in peace. The 
desired to take note at the very outstart archbishop did succeed in carrying 
of one remarkable fact that must have! out, under great difficulties, with the 
impressed the Chief Secretary, namely, aid of some of its members, a great 
that, although the debate had gone on) work of educational reform. He 
jor eight hours, no Irish Member had) frankly said so much, and however he 
risen to defend the Board, except the} distrusted the Board and its whole 
hon. Member for South Derry, who | system he would have regretted if there 
expected to get a seat on the Treasury | had been denied to the new system a fair 
Bench soon. He had noticed with) chance of being tried in Ireland. That 
interest that at the early stages of the | explained why it was that the pent-up 
debate the right hon. Gentleman the | waters of indignation and distrust of the 
distinguished Member for Trinity College | Board had broken loose, because they 
was in his place, and on any education | saw in the resignation of the archbishop 
debate one would have expected to hear | not only the cause stated by him in the 


ribution to it from that right | ; roaee 
“ee spac ane but after sitting i. | public communication addressed to the 
on. Gen an ; alter | 


two hours in the House he had retired | press, but the disappearance of the last 
from the scene. In the opening sen-| shred of hope they had of any satisfactory 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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administration of primary education in 
Ireland by this hybrid and extraordinary 
Board. That was why they had raised 
this question, and he gave the Chiet 
Secretary notice that this debate was only 
asample of what was to come. He ac- 
quitted the Chief Secretary of any inten- 
tional unfairness in the matter, but he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
been exceedingly unfair to the arch- 
bishop when he said that while the 
resignation of the archbishop was not a 
small affair, in his opinion, the events 
which led up to the resignation of the 
archbishop were exceedingly trivial and 
utterly too small to be the cause of so 
important an event. He took a totally 
different view. 

He noticed that towards the close 
of his speech the Chief Secretary had 
dwelt chiefly on the circular issued to 
convents in relation to the capitation 
grant. That circular was a gross blunder, 
but the right hon. Gentleman was quite 
mistaken in saying that the archbishop 
had placed that in the forefront of his 
complaint. The archbishop only -gave 
that as a sample, and could any man who 
read the papers doubt that that circular 
was a very striking instance of the chaos 
that reigned in the office? It was on a 
most important matter. The circular 
was addressed to the managers of the 
convent schools, who were exceedingly 
anxious to know what they were going 


to get from the capitation grant. This 
circular was sent broadeast over the 
country. The circular did not mean 


anything, for it was rubbish. It did not 
convey to the teachers what they were 
going to get. He thought the clerk who 
sent out those circulars ought to be very 
severely censured. What he wished to 
put forward was that this was not the 
ground put forward by the archbishop 
for his resignation. He did not particu- 
larly wish to mention any permanent 
ofticials. The Financial Assistant-Secre- 
tary was in the enjoyment of £800 per 
year, and he was a very important official. 
Supposing they accepted the argument 
of the Chief Secretary, that made the 
action of this official all the more repre- 
hensible, and it was astonishing that this 
official should have taken upon his own 


shoulders the authority of the Board, | 


for he had practically set the Board at 


{12 Juty 1901} 


| honour, the personal honour of every Commis- 
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defiance. The Chief Secretary had stated 
in a kind of light and airy way that the 
schoolmistresses of Ireland had claimed 
exceptional treatment. Certain school- 
mistresses complained when the new 
rule fixing their salaries was announced, 
and their complaints were abundantly 
justified. The Board itself issued a 
public statement saying that in every 
instance in which it could be shown by a 
schoolmaster or manager that the three 
years average worked inequitably they 
would reconsider such cases. The Arch- 
bishop of Dublin was appealed to by a 
number of teachers who thought their 
cases had been inequitably dealt with by 
the new rules, and he wrote several public 
letters and made speeches attracting 
attention to this pledge of the Board, and 
he made several angry speeches about it. 
The archbishop asked if the teachers of 
Ireland had so little confidence in his 
honour as to doubt that the pledge 
given by the Board would be carried out 
to the very letter. What happened ? 
He said— 


“The average income of those teachers for 
the last three years of the old system was 
taken as a starting point. That average 
income would, no doubt, in some cases, and 
indeed in many cases, be inequitable as a 
basis for definitely fixing a teacher's salary. 
ut as astarting point, nothing better could 
be taken; and soit was agreed to, with the 
important proviso, however, which was fully 
sanctioned by the Treasury, that in any cases 
in which the principle of the three’ years 
average would be found to work out inequit- 
ably, would be specially considered. 


“Very soon there came pouring in upon me 
letters from all parts of the country, from 
teachers, from managers, from others, bitterly 
complaining that in reply to respectful 
requests for equitable consideration of parti- 
cular eases, they had received official letters 
telling them that the rule of the three years 
average was ‘universal’; that the matter 
was arranged by Treasury rules, that the 
Commissioners were bound by those Treasury 
rules; that the matter was now definitely 
settled; and that if the teacher of a parti- 
cular school looked for an increase in income, 
he should look for it through an improvement 
in his school in future.” 


Those official letters practically made the 
archbishop a liar, a publie liar, by 
breaking the pledge given to the country 
by himself and his colleagues. The 
archbishop further said— 

“Confronted with a state of facts such as 
this, I could not but feel that my personal 
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sioner of National Education, was at stake. 
We had publicly pledged ourselves to give 
equitable consideration to cases in which our 
new rules might work inequitably. A paid 
official of ours had taken it upon himself to 
state, in [do not know how many official letters, 
that we had no power to do anything of the 
kind. Without communication of any kind 
with the commissioners, he dealt with the 
eases himself. He ruled them out. So far as 
it lay with him, the commissioners should not 
even know that a request for the equitable 
consideration of those cases had ever reached 
the office.” 


Supply—Civil 


Now they were told that the events com- 
plained of were trivial in the extreme, 
and utterly too insignificant to justify 
the archbishop taking so serious a step. 
Did the Chief Secretary consider that 
the personal honour of the archbishop and 
the carrying out of his pledge to the 
teachers of Ireland was a trivial matter? 
He considered that upon that ground 
alone the archbishop’s action was abun- 
dantly justified, and he was driven to 
take the only course open to him in order 
to keep faith with the public, and draw 
attention to the scandalous condition of 
things existing on the Board itself. 

He wished to say a word or two in 
reference to what the Chief Secretary 
had said in regard to the officials of the 
staff. Clearly it was incumbent upon 
the archbishop to publish those letters. 
The Chief Secretary had alluded, in the 
course of his speech, to a most important 
document, and that was the memoran- 
dum adopted at the meeting of the 
Board in reply to the archbishop’s 
statement. ‘They were supposed to have 
for their information in this debate a full 
report of the minutes of the Board, but 
they had got nothing of the kind. He 
would read the minute of that important 
meeting at which the Board adopted 
their memorandum of defence. The 
Resident Commissioner submitted an 
official memorandum dealing with various 
matters, which were considered in detail. 
The Chief Secretary had alluded to this 
as Mr. Starkie’s memorandum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I referred to it asa 


memorandum which was unanimously | 
be treated 


adopted. 
Mr. Dillon. 
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Mr. DILLON said they were left jn 
ignorance as to what part of that memo. 
randum was the work of the Resident 
Commissioner, and what part was due 
to the decision of the Board. One of the 
commissioners left the Tralee Quarter 
Sessions in order to attend the meeting 
of the commissioners. This was an 
imperfect copy of the minutes, and it 
left them in darkness as to what para- 
graph of this memorandum was the 
work of Dr. Starkie. The document con- 
cluded with the following passage— 

“In his letter of the 2nd of July the arch. 
bishop practically narrows his charges against 
the office down to the issue of the ‘circular’ 
already referred to, but he makes the statement 
that during the six years he was a member of 
the Board he never saw the slightest approach 
tochaos or ‘confusion’ at the Board. Yet it 
is suggested that the office, which supplied the 
Board for six years, regularly and im proper 
form, with material for consideration, is in a 
state of ‘chaos’ and ‘ confusion.’ 

“On the eontrary, the office has passed 
successfully through an extremely trying and 
critical time, and the officers deserve as a body 
to be congratulated on their loyal endeavours 
to carry out the wishes of the Board.” 


Under those circumstances he thought 
the archbishop was more than justified 
in publishing those letters. It was 
utterly absurd for the Chief Secretary 
to state that the events which led up to 
the archbishop’s resignation were slight 
or irsignifieant events, which did not 
justify the action he took. There were 
no less than 2,700 applications for special 
consideration sent in by the teachers. 
at the invitation of the Board, after the 
pledge had been given that they would 
be considered. What did the Financial 
Assistant Secretary do with them? 
Without consulting the Board, and 
evidently without getting the authority 
of the resident commissioner himself, 
he undertook, on his own sole authority, 
to deal absolutely and finally with 
about 2,400 out of 2,700 applicatiors, 
and he wrote in many instances very 
curt and exasperating letters to the 
teachers. He replied saying that their 
claims would not be considered, and thet 
the hands of the Board were tied by Trea- 
sury rules. Was it to be wondered at 
that the Archbishop of Dublin should le 
indignant when letters complaining that 
his pledge had been set at naught should 
in this way? The Chief 
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Seeretary had stated that the Board | the future to send out the circular settled by 


could not possibly have considered those | the > sage Commissioner.’ 
beter a division being taken on the Lord 
etters. 


He contended that this official | Chief Baron's Amendment, the following is the 
ought to have brought the position of | result : Ee 

affairs before the Bos rd. What right had cake For :—Sir Percy Grace, Mr. Morell, the Lord 
he to sit in judgment and constitute | bed Baron, the Rev. Dr. Wilson, and Mr. 
himself into a kind of Sultan or Khedive | saad :—Mr. Dease, Sir Malcolm J. Inglis, 
in regard to those letters, and decide Sir R. Blennerhassett, Judge Shaw, Professor 
upon them without consulting his | Dowden, Rev. Dr. Bernard, Dr. Starkie, and 
superiors? The Chief Secretary had | Pr. Traill.” 

drawn a picture of the Board sitting | 
week after week considering those 
2,700 letters. A more grotesque mis- | 
representation of the case could not be 
imagined. Those letters dealt with a 
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In other words, the minutes of the 
proceedings having been falsely entered 
on the books, an attempt to get them 
altered was defeated. Accordingly on 
. : . . July, as soon as the minutes of 
tain class of case, and any intelligent the Ist of July, 3 : 

oe y 6 the meeting on the 25th of June were 


clerk could have classified them under ? ‘ 
fifteen or ten headings. At all events | communicated to | the archbishop, he 
; ; | wrote a letter explaining why he attached 


there was not a shred or a shadow of |” : 

excuse for the position taken up by the | Y®'Y great importance to the appearance 
Chief Secretary, who had contended on the minutes of a complete statement 
that it was a very slight and trivial | of the points of the agreement that was 
mistake for a clerk to sweep away the arrived at, in view of which his motion 
entire authority of the Board and ignore wa — He gave three reasons, 
the pledged word of the Board. A more “* VOWS 


grotesque act of insubordination and a 
more striking instance of the hopeless 
condition of the organisation of the 


Education Office he had never heard of. 
What did the archbishop do? Did he 
immediately resign his position ? 
did nothing of the kind. 
of June, 


commissioners on the 18th 


He said— 


attention to this matter. 


“T will move that the Resident Commissioner 
be requested in any cases that may have come | 
—or may come—under his notice of letters | 
| been drawn up for him some months ago by 
| the Resident Commissioner, and which he had 


sent out from the office by any of our officials, 


incorrectly stating any rule of the Board, to 
direct the official who has signed any such | 
letter to write to the person to whom it has 


been addressed —as was directed to be done in | 
the case of the letter of 25/4/01 to the Secre- 
tary of the Gaelic League—informing him that | 


He 
The arch- 
bishop came down to a meeting of the 


“T,—That the Financial Assistant Secretary 
should be informed that the view taken by 
him of his official duties, as stated in his 
printed memorandum to the Resident Com- 
missioner, was incorrect, and that he was 
not justified in taking the course which, in 
that memorandum, he ‘ maintained’ that he 


| was justified in taking, namely, keeping back 
| from the consideration of the commissioners, 


and deciding, on his own authority, cases in 


’ ine, | which special consideration by the commis- 
and he moved a resolution drawing | 


sioners was claimed under rule 43. 
“ TJ.—That the Financial Assistant Secretary 


| should be directed, in replying to any such 


claims in future, to send to the applicant, not 
the form of reply which he had been in the 
habit of sending, but the form which had 


then been directed by the Resident Commis- 
sioner to send in all such cases.. 

‘‘TII.—That there should be sent out, this 
month, to all teachers and managers, with 
the orders for payment of teachers’ salaries for 


the letter is to be regarded as withdrawn on | the quarter ending on the 30th of June, a 


the score of inaccuracy, and substituting for it | 


| statement that the commissioners have power 


a letter written strictly in accordance with the | to consider specially cases in which, in their 


rules of the Board.” 


That was the archbishop’s motion, of | 
which he gave notice. 
bishop did not stop there. He withdrew 
this motion after making a statement, 
and at the next meeting of the Board, 
on the 25th of June, the Lord Chief 
Baron moved the following Amendment— 

“*T move as an Amendment that the views 


referred to in the minute be stated explicitly, 
and further, that Mr. Young be directed for 


VOL. X€VII. —[FourTH SERIEs, | 





But the arch- | 


| judgment, any of the new rules, from 36 to 42 
| inclusive, would operate inequitably, and that, 
as regards cases in which such consideration 
had already been claimed, none of those cases 
had as yet been considered by the commis- 
sioners.” 


Those were the three Instructions which 
were unanimously agreed to, and upon 
which the archbishop consented to 
withdraw his motion, which was regarded 
as a censure upon the Financial Assistant 
Secretary. It would scarcely be believed 


N 
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that the minutes were altered, and eed Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think | 
three items he had just quoted were not | have had the matter before me. 
inserted. Therefore, it was evident that | 
the archbishop had done everything he 
could to alter this scandalous state of} Mr. DILLON said that last year the 
things in the office, but, in spite of every- | office denied that any money was due to 
thing he could‘do, this assistant secretary the teachers, but it turned out that the 
tary was determined to defy the arch- | claim of the teachers was right, and they 
bishop and his colleagues, and he con-| were paid. He looked into the matter, 
tinued sending out those circulars, chiefly because of the extremely able 
refusing to consider the claims of the letter from the Archbishop of Dublin, 
teachers, who had been treated very | which had appeared in the press, in which 
badly. He thought he had made out a| it was proved with all the clearness of a 
very good case for the archbishop | mathematical problem that many thou- 
taking the course which he had taken. | sands of pounds were due to the teachers 
He had no doubt it was an infinite | under the residual grant. There was a 
relief to the archbishop to be rid of the | balance of many thousands of pounds on 
Board. To his own knowledge the | the residual grant still due to the teachers 
archbishop had given an enormous of Ireland, but by an absurd trick of book- 
amount of labour to the work, and also | keeping the officials were seeking to de- 
in connection with the inquiry on manual | prive the teachers of it. The teachers 
training, and from the record of his treat- | were convinced that they were right, and 
ment on the Board he should not be sur- they would probably get the amount 
prised if it was a great relief to the arch- | after a considerable amount of argument 
bishop to giveit up. There wasoneother and squabbling. It must be manifest 
matter to which he desired to direct that these disputes were most unfor- 
attention, and that was the question of tunate, and it was no wonder that Irish 
the residual grant. The Chief Secretary, teachers were suspicious. He had no 
in his speech, stated’that he was uncon- doubt that a great deal of the irritation 
vinced, and was still prepared to main- and discontent felt by the teachers was 
tain that the balance of the residual due to the action of the Financial Secre- 
grant was not due to the teachers. He tary and certain other officials. He 
noticed that hon. Members cheered that hoped the Chief Secretary would take 
statement of the Chief Secretary, and he up the question of the residual grant, 
was amused, because not one hon. Mem- and study it during the vacation. The 
her opposite knew anything at all about resignation of Dr. Walsh would have 
such a complicated subject. When the great and far-reaching effects on the 
question was raised last year inthe House, future of education in Ireland, and, for 
the Chief Secretary, instructed by the , ne thing, it certainly would set the Irish 
Education Office, denied that anything Members free to express their opinions 
was due to the teachers at all. | nvery plain language as to the operations 
‘of the Board. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man referring to myself or my prede- 
cessor ? Question put— 


Mr. DILLON said he was referring | 


to the right hon. Gentleman’s prede-| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 87 

cessor. Noes, 178. (Division List No. 330), 
AYES. 

Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson |} Cogan, Denis J. 

Ambrose, Robert Burke, E. Haviland- Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Caldwell, James Crean, Eugene 

Black, Alexander William Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Cullinan, J. 

Boland, John | Carew, James Laurence | Delany, William 

Brigg, John Causton, Richard Knight | Dillon, John 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) (| Clancy, John Joseph Doogan, P. C. 


Mr. Dillon, 
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Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

fvans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Firench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
(ilhooly, James 

(Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdetts-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cranborne, Viscount 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 





{12 Juty 1901} 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Briea, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien,Kendal Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J.{(Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 


NOES. 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland.SirFredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Manc’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edware Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn.A.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


| Gordon,MajEvans-(T’r H’ml’ts 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdmunds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashfo’d 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Heath, Arthur Howard Hanley 


Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
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O’ Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR(Northants 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, I’. Freeman-(Hastings) 

Thomson, I’. W. (York, W. R.) 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Young, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop.) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 


' Lawson, John Grant 


Lecky,Rt. Hon. WilliamEdw.H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L. B.(Cambs) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptt’rd) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D.(Strand) 


Original Question again proposed— 


And, objection being taken to further 
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Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stuwart,SirMark J.M‘Taggart 
Sturtt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
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Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wi son, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) : 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh,N,) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks,) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


place, and claimed to move, “ That the 


Question be now put.” 


proceeding, the CHAIRMAN proceeded to now put.” 


interrupt the Business— 


Whereupon Mr. WynpHAM rose in his 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex. I’, 
Agg.Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r ) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederck George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach,Rt, Hn.SirM.H(Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. N. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.CameronGlasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Earl of 





| Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elging Nairn 


| Hambro, Charles Eric 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; 


Noes, 81. 
AYES. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Dimsdale, SirJoseph Cockfield | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirR obertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(W’rwick,S.W.) | 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst,Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hamilton,RtHn LordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
-Heath,James(Staffords,N.W. | 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter | 
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Hope,J.l.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop.) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. WilliamEdw.H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col.CharlesW .( Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,s.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale} 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B.(Cambs. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Riehard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.E. 
Maxwell, W.J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Morgan, Hn.I’. (Monmouthsh.) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A. (Deptiord 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
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Powell, 
Prety™ 
Purvis, 
Pym, ( 
Randle 
Reid, J 
Rentou 
Ridley, 
Ritchie 
Round, 
Ruther 
Sackvil 
Sassoo! 
Scott, | 
Seton-! 


Abrahe 
Ambro 
Barry, 

Black, 

Boland 
Brigg, 

Brown. 
Burke, 
Caldwe 
Campb 
Carew, 
Causto 
Clancy 
Cogan, 
Condo! 
Crean, 
Culling 
Delany 
Dillon, 
Doogat 
Duffy, 
Evans, 
Ftrene 
Flavin. 
Flynn, 
(ilhoo 
( tla Ist 
Hamm 


Qu 


Aclans 
Agg-C 
Agnev 
Allhus 
Anson 
Arkw 
Arnolk 
Atkin 
Bain, 

Balfor 
Balfor 
Balfor 
Banbt 
Barry 
Bathu 
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353 Supply—Civil 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


Round, James 
Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


Seton-Karr, Henry 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 


Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 


Brown, George M. Edinburgh) 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 


Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Firench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
(ilhooly, James 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJ ohn 


Hammond, John 


Question put accordingly. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E, 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFrancisT.(Windsor) 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


| Cochrane,Hon. Thos. 


{12 Jury 1901} 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 


Stanley,Hn.Arthur/ Ormskirk 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Minch, Matthew 


Mooney, John J. 


Morton, E. J. C. )Devonport) 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John Z 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 


Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, J. P. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) | TELLERS 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Noes, 75. 


AYES. 


Bill, Charles 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


A. E. 
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Welby,Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmor:, Chaeles Algernon 
Wilsun, A. Stanley (York,E.R.} 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilheln. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John - 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N ) m 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O'Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. : 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles EL. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal ; 
Thomas, F.Freeman-(Hastings) 
Thomson, F. W. (Yorks. W.R.) 
Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath,.Notth) 
Young, Samuel 

' FoR WHE Nog: - 
Sir Thomas Esmonde ani 
Captain Donelan, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 174 ; 
(Division List No, 332.) 


Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Iewin Edward B. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
' Fisher, William Hayes 
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FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S W) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H.(Cy.ofLond. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Haim) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, Wm. Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’d’y) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W.) 
Hermon- Hodge. Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J. F.(Shefti’ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J 

Condon, Themas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutly, William J. 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- 


{COMMONS} 


Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon Alfred 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB.(Cambs) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. P. (Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Jones, W4lliam(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


the House. 356 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, 8S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone,W.) 
Seton-Karr. Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart Sir M. J. M‘Taygart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Sir Chas.G.E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C . Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J W(Worcestersh.,N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

toche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 

Young, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES-- 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 


man left the Chair to make his Report to next ; Committee to sit again upon Mon- 
the House. 


day next. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock, till Monday next. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 15th July, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 





SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Strathspey (EL. Seafield) sat 
frst in Parliament after the death 
of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 
tiicate from the Examiners that the 
jurther Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have been complied 
with :— 

Belfast and Northern Counties Rail- 

way. 

And also the Certificate that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 

(Housing of Working Classes) (No. 

9.) 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


A petition of Messrs. Baker, Lees, and 
Company, of No. 54, Parliament Street, 
Westminster, parliamentary agents, 
praving for leave to present a petition 
af the Surbiton Urban District Council 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bill, although the time limited by 
Standing Order No. 93 for presenting 
sich petition has expired; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; and Stand- 
ing Order No. 93 to be considered to- 
udrrow, in order to its being dispensed 
with in respect of the said petition. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
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Table. The Orders made on the 24th 
of June and 4th of July last discharged ; 
and Bill committed for Friday next. 


Business. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. 

Moved that the Order made on the 21st 
day of March last, ‘‘ That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Thurs- 
day, the 27th day of June next,” be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2“; agreed to ; Bill read 2% accord- 
ingly, and committed. 





BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3%, and passed. 


SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 

Read 3%, with the Amendments ; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 
|and returned to the Commons. 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 
DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAM- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments,”and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Read 3% with the Amendments ;ffur- 
ther amendments made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL 
TION BILL. 
SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 
Read with Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CORPORA- 


DY 
3t 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments ; fur- 
ther amendments made; Bill passed, 


and returned to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
21st March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after the 27th day of June 





next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
O 
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Bill be now read 2%; agreed to; Bill| INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
read 2% accordingly, and committed ; 1901-1902). 


the Committee to be proposed by the| Explanatory memorandum by the 
Committee of Selection. Secretary of State for India 


ee eae es AL TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 
aisalis-dlgsesili tied : No. 2656, Netherlands (Dutch Guiana); 
Commons Amendments considered No. 2657, Turkey (Erzeroum) ; No 2658 
(according to Order), and agreed to. China (Wuchow). : ’ 


NAVAL WORKS (PROVISIONAL be meh 
ORDER) BILL. FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (LEAD 


COMPOUNDS IN POTTERY). 

Moved, That the Order made on the ‘ : RG wis 
21st March last, “That no Provisional |. Report to the Secretary of State for the 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from Home Department on the work of the 
the House of Commons shall be read a | Gvernment Laboratory on the question 


second time after the 27th dav of June | f the employment of lead compounds in 
next,’’ be dispensed with, and that | Pottery, by Professor I. E. Thorpe, 
the Bill be now read 24; agreed to;| ~ LL.D., F.R.S., Principal of the 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed | Government Laboratory. 
to a Committee of the Whole House | 
to-morrow. 





CONGESTED DISTRICT BOARD 
(IRELAND). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL, Report of the Board, for the year 


| 
| 
| 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. jending 31st March, 1901. 


Order); Bill reported without amend- | veoapeauaes sera eaeeacna. 


ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; sa ie 
and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. Part II. Civil Statistics. 
saiieie iniiniiatetiet seeineieninas | Presented (by command), and ordered 
Au } E N} ENT TIs NA 4 ie > T: } | = 
ORDERS (No. 9) BLLL [Nome os tee Fame. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Accounts presented of all deposits 
” j > '¢ i re ° > > 3 “ : . , . . 
Committee negatived > the Report of | received and paid during the year ended 
Amendments to be received to-morrow. | Shet Dissemsber, 1900, and of the cams 


| POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 


sittin can wcwneten received and paid by the National Debt 
SOUTHA! NA) WINCHESTER | Commission on account of the Fund for 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- msi < —tar aatee ; 
wae —— ee ae | the Post Office Savings Banks in the same 


year. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Langford and the CLERGY (WEST INDIES) 
Lord De Mauley be proposed to the : rae 
House as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bill in the place of the 
Viscount Hutchinson (E. Donoughmore) 
and the Earl of Eldon: read, and agreed 


Return of the amount payable on 5th 
January, 1901, out of the Consolidated 
Fund for ecclesiastical purposes in the 
West Indies. 


to, | Laid before the House (pursuant to 
= Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. ——— 
poses ARMY ORGANISATION—CAVALRY 
GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. ESTABLISHMENTS. 


Report of the Astronomer Royal to the! Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I rise to 
Board of Visitors of the Royal Observa-| call attention to the new Army scheme 
tory, Greenwich, read at the annual | and the omission of all reference to the 
visitation of the Royal Observatory, Ist cavalry, and to ask His Majesty’s Govern 
June, 1901. ment what will be the future establish. 
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ments of the cavalry regiments in the|or pay of their positions. This was no 
three Army corps proposed to be stationed | fault whatever of the Commander-in- 
at Aldershot, Colchester, and in Ireland ;| Chief. It was the result of a warrant 
also whether the warrant which pro-| which, I am told, was forced upon the 
hibits the seconding of cavalry officers | War Office some years ago by the Trea- 
above the rank of captain will be con- | sury—I suppose to save the 2s. a day— 
tinued, and, if so, what provision will be that no lieutenant-colonel or major of 
made in future for an efficient cavalry | cavalry or artillery should be seconded. 
staff on service. I had intended to raise | If these twenty-five officers could have 
this question the other day on the motion | been seconded, the officers who took their 
of my noble friend the Duke of Bedford, | places would not have been deprived 
who stated in his speech that he only | of the rank to which their duties and 
spoke for the Infantry and the Militia, | responsibilities entitled them. The most 
and not for the cavalry, but unfortunately | absurd part of this arrangement is that 
Idid not get the opportunity of bringing | while these majors in command of 
it forward on that occasion. I have,| regiments and captains in command 
therefore, put it down in the shape of a} of squadrons were not given the 
question to-day. The Secretary of State | rank and pay of their positions, the 
for War used the following words in lieutenants who succeeded the captains, 
another place, in speaking of the lessons and did captains’ duties, were made 
of the war— captains, and the sub-lieutenants who did 

“It has been obvious that our artillery is | lieutenants’ duties were made lieutenants. 
insufficient, and that our field artillery requires | Therefore, while the senior officers could 
to be supplemented by heavier field artillery. | not obtain the rank to which they were 
It is also perfectly clear that the exigencies of | : ce : hs 
modern warfare, the greatly extended positions | entitled the junior officers did. 1 think 
which are held, and the necessity of rapid|it is highly creditable to all ranks of 
movements, make it necessary that we should | officers that they were found equal to the 
be provided with a much larger body of | duties on the staff, as well as in their 
mounted troops. : 

regiments. But surely the warrant 

The deficiency of mounted troops was due | under which this arrangement exists 
to neglect of the cavalry before the war, | ought to be abolished, and regimental 
and I wish to know what is going to be | officers not deprived of the rank to which 
done to remedy the defects which then | their duties and responsibilities entitle 
existed. When the war broke out the/them. All our cavalry regiments went 
cavalry regiments, as is proved by the | out to South Africa with three squadrons, 
return I moved for last year, were mere|the reserve, or fourth, squadron re- 
skeleton regiments, without sufficient | maining at home. Since then these 
men or horses. Regiments which were | reserve squadrons have been massed 
ordered to the front had to be filled up| together to form what are called “ pro- 
with reserve men, men from other reg | risional regiments,” but, as a matter of 
ments, who were worse off than them- | fact, there is not one single officer or man 
selves, registered hunters, and omnibus in them who does not belong to the regi- 
horses. Every squadron had to .be re-| ments at the front, and who is not liable 
formed and reconstituted. Surely it | at any time to be drafted to South Africa. 
must be wrong that such disorganisation| With regard to the question as 
amongst every squadron, troop, and|to what in future is to be the 
section should take place just when a| establishment of the cavalry, I should 
regiment goes on service. But when the | like to call your Lordships’ attention 
regiments arrived in South Africa, and/to a very important Paper which was 
got fairly into working order, Lord | issued last September or October by the 
Roberts requisitioned about five-and-| War Office. Under this Cavalry Re- 
twenty of the most efficient lieutenant- | organisation Order there are in future to 
colonels and majors for staff and special | be six different establishments of cavalry, 
service duties. They became brigadiers, | three in England and three abroad. In 
colonels, ete., on the staff, with increased | the Order officers and their chargers 
rank and pay ; whilst regiments were com- | were included in the figures given of men 
manded for months by majors, and | and horses, but I have deducted them in 
squadrons by captains, without the rank | each case in order to get the figures 


02 

















363 


correctly, and have assumed that each 
establishment will include 23 officers and 
55 officers’ horses, according to the regu- 
lations of the Army. After deducting 
them we get the following curious 
results :—No. 1 (the higher establish- 
ment at home), 678 rank and file and 
405 horses—only two full squadrons of 
service strength ; No. 2 (the higher esta- 
blishment, with an “ extra squadron,” 
as it is called, though I am utterly unable 
to find the extra squadron), 865 rank and 
file and 538 horses—hardly three squad- 
rons of mounted men ; No. 3 (the lower 
establishment), 615 rank and file and 
302 horses, or two men to each horse, 
and there is no reserve squadron. In 
these numbers I have included every 
man and horse, and not deducted any 
recruits or remounts. Then we come to 
No. 4 (colonial cavalry establishment), 
with 570 rank and file and 372 horses, 
but 110 rank and file and 50 horses are 
to be at the depot, leaving a regiment of 
460 men and 322 horses; No. 5 (in 
Egypt), 465 rank and file and 300 horses, 
with the same number of men at the 
depot as in No. 4; and in No. 6 (India) 
the establishment would be 603 men and 
470 horses. In no case are there three 
service squadrons, much less any reserve 
squadron, in any cavalry regiment. 
Now it is perfectly clear that this 
ever-changing system in no case provides 
even three squadrons, and two men 
cannot ride one horse. I am not going 
into the question whether there ought 
to be four squadrons or three squadrons ; 
but surely, whatever system is right, 
the squadrons ought to be complete 
and ready for service when called upon. 
[t is enough to break the heart of any 
cavalry officer, after the time he has taken 
to make his men perfect, that his units 
should be disorganised the moment 
they are wanted. Even with three 
squadrons of 200 rank and file, each 
cavalry regiment is only 600 strong, and 
a brigade of three regiments amounts 
only to 1,800 men, while in Continental 
wrmies the regiments consist of four 
squadrons of 200 sabres each, or 800 men, 
and the brigades of 2,400 rank and file. 
This means, on service, that if patrols 
are to be kept up at equal strength at 
night English cavalry soldiers and officers 
have to do four nights duty to their 
opponents’ three nights. 


Lord Heneage. 
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| to the warrant, to which I have referred, 

and seconding, I contend that if officers 
are to be taken away from their regi. 
ments they ought to be allowed to be 
seconded as in the infantry. At the 
present moment there are four com- 
manding officers of regiments on staff 
or special service duty, and nineteen 
majors away from their regiments; 
but under the warrant they are not 
seconded. In the Navy any officer 
who is acting in a higher rank has that 
rank conferred upon him temporarily ; 
and, what is more, his service in that 
higher rank counts to him for service 
when he attains that rank in the Navy, 
I do not see why the same should not be 
done in the Army. At any rate, cavalry 
and artillery colonels and majors ought 
not to be treated differently from infantry 
colonels and majors. 

Now, my Lords, before I conclude | 
should like to say one word with refer 
ence to stoppages in the cavalry. | 
consider all stoppages a great mistake, 
They cause irritation and a sense of 
injustice, and prevent soldiers being 
‘recruiting agents ’ when on furlough. 
Lord Haliburton put the stoppages the 
other day at ls. 6d. per week, but I 
think they are a great deal nearer 2s, 
in the cavalry. I was very glad to see 
that the Dawkin Commission, in the 
very able Report they issued, condemned 
stoppages as neither economic nor wise, 
To my mind the stoppages in respect to 
barrack damages are the worst and 
most unfair—they are almost a swindle, 
The soldiers of the regiment going out 
are called upon to pay to the regiment 
coming in the cost price for repairs. 
One half of the things paid for are in 
good tenantable repair, but the men going 
into the barracks know that if they pass 
these things they will be charged against 
them when they go out, and in order to 
make certain that things shall be replaced 
they are further damaged. There is 
another matter which is peculiar to 
the cavalry, and which prevents a great 
non-commissioned _ officers 


many eX 
tending their service—namely, that, 


except .in the higher grade, promotion 
is too often loss of income. For instance, 
a corporal cleans his horse, but a lance 
sergeant, who gets no more pay, is not 
allowed to do so, as he has other re- 
sponsibilities, and he has to pay 6s 
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per month for the horse being cleaned. {squadron was therefore added to the 


If the lance-sergeant is not allowed to 


clean his horse, and is not given any | 


more pay on his promotion, then the 


Government ought to find some way of | 


having his horse cleaned without de- 
ducting money from his pay. I will 
now conclude by asking the two questions 


which stand in my name on the Paper. | 


I do not desire now to enter into the 
question of the neglect of the cavalry 
before the war. I give Mr. Brodrick 
every credit for the statesmanlike courage 
he has shown, and I wish his scheme 
every success; but I do ask for some 
assurance that the kaleidoscopic changes 
of establishment in the Order of last 
year will not be allowed to prevail, and 
that the whole question of cavalry 
establishments of the future, including 
the objectionable and unfair warrant to 
which I have alluded, shall have the 
further consideration of Lord Roberts 
and of those distinguished cavalry 
officers who are really up-to-date in the 
matter, which the Adjutant-General’s 
office is certainly not. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY © oF 
STATE For WAR (Lord RaGLay) : 
My Lords, I can assure my noble friend 
that although there was no_ specific 
mention made of the cavalry in the 
speech of the Secretary of State for 
War to which he has referred, yet there 
is not the least intention to neglect 
the mounted branches of the Service. 
The question of establishments is not a 
very easy one, because cavalry regiments 
have so many different duties to perform 
in different parts of the world. It is 
quite true that establishments to the 
number of no less than six were laid 
down in the Order of 1900, but, as a 
matter of fact, there always have been 
the same number of establishments in 
the British cavalry. There is the Indian 
establishment, the Colonial establish- 


ment—namely, the regiments serving in. 


Natal or Cape Colony—the Egyptian 
establishment, and the Home establish- 
ment. The origin of the extra squadron 
was as follows:—The cavalry on the 
lower establishment had the duty of 
finding drafts for India, and when the 
revised warrant was issued there were 
no cavalry regiments in the country on 


the lower establishment, and an extra. 





regiments on the higher establishments. 
The total cavalry of all ranks in the 
Vote for 1901 was 19,586 men for the 
vavalry, and that included household 
cavalry, cavalry of the line, and the 
cavalry depot at Canterbury. This 
number, as your Lordships are aware, 
has been very considerably exceeded by 
the demands of the war in South Africa. 
At this moment the number of cavalry 
actually effective and with the colours 
is something like 13,000 men in excess 
of the establishment. The number of 
cavalry estimated for in 1902 was 22,365, 
but, as will be seen by the figures I have 
given, the actual number at present is 
very considerably in excess of that, and 
the excess over the normal establishment 
will naturally be paid for out of the 
War Vote. Your Lordships will see, 
therefore, that the War Office are quite 
alive to the necessity of providing for 
an additional number of mounted men. 
It is quite possible that still further 
increases will be necessary, and that 
question, which is bound up with ques- 
tions of barrack accommodation, is under 
the consideration of the Commander-in- 
Chief. 

I must again remind your Lordships 
that we are still engaged in a war which 
demands the presence in South Africa of 
a very large part of the Army, and that 
the duty of providing the necessities of 
the moment is an exceedingly heavy one. 
In consequence of that, as I have before 
pointed out to your Lordships, many of 
the details of the permanent establish- 
ment have been left over for future 
consideration. To the best of my recol- 
lection the cavalry details in our army 
corps are considerably in excess of those 
in Continental armies. The question as 
to the seconding of cavalry officers is one 
that will come under consideration with 
the question of establishment, not only 
as affecting the cavalry, but throughout 
the Army, and I trust the whole subject 
will be dealt with before long, though at 
present I cannot give the House any 
definite information. 


*Tue Eart or CORK and ORRERY : 
I do not wish to prolong this debate, 
but there is one point in the answer 
of the noble and gallant Lord which, to 
my mind, is not satisfactory. He 
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stated that we had a very large number | which lie within the reach of agricultural 
of mounted men, but my idea of a| tenants in Ireland through this system 
mounted man is a man who has a horse. | cannot be too widely known. 
I gather, from what I have been| 
told, that in most cavalry regiments) *THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE. 
there are not enough horses for the; LAND (Lord AsHBourNE): My Lords, 
men. The difficulties we have experi-|I am very glad to have an opportunity 
enced of obtaining well-trained horses in| of giving my noble friend the informa- 
good condition should have induced | tion he asks upon this subject, which in 
serious consideration of this subject at | importance is second to none in Ireland. 
the War Oftice, and I regret that I did| I am happy to say the system of State- 
not hear my noble friend allude to that | aided purchase is proceeding with vigour 
as a matter which was not being lost| and success. Your Lordships will not 
sight of. At this moment there would) want from me a detailed statement 
be no great difficulty in getting horses, | of the long purchase code of Ireland and 
but if we put it off till the last moment! the numerous attempts that have been 
we shall naturally have to pay a great, made to apply it with success. The 
deal more for them, and not get such) Land Commission is the body mainly 
suitable horses. There may be difficulty working the system, although the opera- 
in some places in finding stabling accom- | tions of the Land Court under Mr. Justice 
modation, but I think that in many | Ross are entitled to prominent notice. 
camps the horses might be left in the In 1897 the Fry Commission found the 
open air. I hope this matter will receive | system was not working very vigorously, 
consideration, and that we shall never the Act of 1896 had not come into full 
again be in the same difficulty as we operation, and the figures were compara- 
were eighteen months ago, when regi- tively low. In 1897 the applications 
ments of Imperial Yeomanry had to find were 2,787, whereas last year they reached 
horses on their arrival in South Africa. the immense figure of 6,157, and they 
were higher the year before. The Fry 
*LorD RAGLAN: I am pleased to be Commission applied itself to the subject, 
able to inform the noble Earl that a and made various recommendations for 
Committee, presided over by Lord Stan- facilitating and accelerating purchase 
ley, is now engaged in taking evidence procedure. Several of those recommenda- 
upon and discussing the whole question | tions the Land Commission have adopted. 





of remounts. One in working by the simple process 
of fiat in suitable cases instead of by the 
LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND. 'more complicated machinery of vesting 


Tue Marquess or WATERFORD: order; another, dispensing with inspec- 
My Lords, I beg to ask the Lord Chan- tion in proper cases ; another, dispensing 
cellor of Ireland whether he can supply with statements of facts In certain cases 
the House with any information as to the for apportionment of superior interests ; 
working and progress of State-aided land | then, again, the distribution of purchase 
purchase in Ireland during the last five) money under the simple machinery 
years; and whether he will give any | of the Land Court itself rather than 
statistics showing the scope of the opera- by the more elaborate procedure of the 
tions under Section 40 of the Irish Land | High Court ; another, dispensing with 
Act of 1896. Iam sure there are many | extracts from original patents; and, 
in this House who will listen tothe answer further, the Land Commission have given 
of the noble and learned Lord with | express notification that those engaged 
considerable interest. Although volun-|in valuation with a view to purchase 
tary purchase in Ireland has lately re-| should, while taking into account the 
ceived a check owing to certain drastic | tenant’s interest, bear in mind the 
and revolutionary measures, at any rate security of the landlord’s interest. 
in some parts of Ireland, it will be inte- | 
resting to learn if, in the opinion of the) THE EaRL oF MAYO: With regard 
noble and learned Lord, sales of land | to dispensing with extracts from original 
in Ireland are going on as satisfactorily | patents, may I ask for an explanation? 
as he could wish. The excellent bargains | Does it mean—— 


The Earl of Cork and Orrery. 
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*Lorpd ASHBOURNE: I think it 
would be better that I should give the | 
noble Earl any explanation afterwards in | 
private. I think the adoption of these | 
recommendations shows that the Land 
Commission is alive to the desirability | 
of doing everything possible to smooth | 
the path of land purchase. Of course a 


Bill, which I hope may receive the atten- | 


tion of Parliament, will be necessary for 
further facilities, but meantime it is im- | 
portant to notice the steps that have been 
taken. The figures with reference to 
the applications to the Land Commission 
under the Purchase Acts are: 
1897, 2,787; in 1898, 6,513; in 1899, 
6,644; in 1900, 6,911; and in 1901, 
6,157. The slight falling in the last year 
[have heard attributed to the fall in the 
price of land stock, and I am inclined 
to think that is the explanation. 
amount of advances shows encouraging 
progress. 
in 1898 they increased to £869,000 odd, 
while in the following year, 1899, they 
increased more than double, to 
£1,766,000 odd; in 1900 they were 
£1,454,011 ; and in 1901, £1,958,357. 
These figures show steady progress of the 
operation of State-aided land purchase | 
in Ireland. Between April 1, 1897, and 


March 31, 1901, loans were also issued | 


under the Act of 1896 tothe Congested 
Districts Board to the amount of 
£356,726. 

The figures I have given refer to the | 
Land Commission. As to the Land 
Court, it should be remembered by 
anyone who wishes to form a just view 
of its work that it has two sets of opera- 
tions. It is the successor of the old 
Encumbered Estates Court, and com- 
prises all the agencies to be found 
in Ireland for the sale of all classes 
of encumbered estates, on the applica- 
tion of either the owners or the encum- 
brancers. The court having to give 
an indefeasible title to purchasers, 
supreme care has to be taken to sell 
the right land to the right man. You 
cannot unduly hurry such a process as 
that, and many of the charges made | 
against the methods of the Court are 
due to the immense care necessary to 
see that no mistake is made. Mr. Justice 


Ross is full of vigour and energy, and ap- | 


plies himself to the performance of all | 
his duties with great determination, 


{15 Juty 1901} 


In} 


The | 


In 1897 they were £515,252 ; | 
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but he naturally has to be fully alive to 
the responsibilities of his position. Sales 
| under Section 40 of the Act of 1896 area 
matter of great importance. The section 
is now in vigorous operation. The 
'advances made in the court during the 
| last five years, under what I may call the 
voluntary jurisdiction of the Court, led 
to sales amounting to £843,310, and 
| under Section 40 of the Act of 1896 the 
sales reached £540,123 ; in other words, 
‘the Land Court under Mr. Justice Ross 
| has sold, in the period I have referred 
to, the large aggregate of £1,383,435. 
These figures show that the land purchase 
system as at present constituted is work- 
ing efficiently and vigorously, and that we 
may expect its continued progress and 
development. Mr. Justice Ross told me 
that he understood something had been 
said to the effect that the receivers were 
‘causing delay in his Court, but he assured 
me that these officers were working 
extremely well and that he had no cause 
for complaint. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, 
'what the Fry Commission said with 
regard to the Land Commission was that 
they were too strict trustees of the 
Treasury, and that it was very difficult, 
although the tenant and the landlord 
had agreed to the price of the land, to 
get the Land Commission to advance the 
money. With regard to the Land 
Court, we know that Mr. Justice Ross 
is doing his utmost to relieve the con- 
gestion in that court, but the difficulty 
is that proving title is a very lengthy and 
expensive business. I thank the Lord 
Chancellor for the statement he has made 


Refugee Camps. 


‘and the useful figures he has given. 


AFRICAN WAR—REFUGEE 
CAMPS. 

*Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, I beg 
‘to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to an article on the Boer refugee 
camp at Howick, Natal, appearing in the 
July number of the Empire Review, and 
signed H. S$. Caldecott (civil com- 
|" mandant) ; ; whether the regulations 
| governing this camp are rightly set out 
by Mr. Caldecott ; whether similar regu- 
lations are in force at other refugee 
|camps in South Africa ; and whether, in 
| view of the conflicting accounts from 


SOUTH 
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individual sources, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
publishing as a Parliamentary Paper an 
official statement as to the conditions 
prevailing at each Boer refugee camp. 
The object I have in view in asking this 
question is, if possible, to obtain an 
authoritative statement of the true facts 
regarding the condition and administra- 
tion of the Boer refugee camps in South 
Africa. The report of Miss Hobhouse, 
sent to the Committee of the South 
African Distress Fund, has been pub- 
lished for some weeks, and been very 
much commented upon. I do not 
intend to make any attack whatever on 
Miss Hobhouse. I am sure she has acted 
from the highest motives in visiting 
these camps, and it is evident that she 
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Mr. Rose Innes, whose name, I think, 
will command respect from all sides, 
referred, in the course of a speech, to the 
refugee camps, and with your Lordships’ 
permission I will read a short extract, 
Mr. Rose Innes said— 


“ At the end of last year I approached the 
general commanding officer at Cape Town and 
requested him to obtain from the officers in 
charge of various camps a report upon the state 
of those camps, because it is just as well when 
you discuss a question to have both sides before 
you. Sir Forrestier Walker was good enough 
to obtain these reports, and I saw them all, 
I would submit those reports to any unpre 
judiced or even prejudiced man, and say, 
‘ Have not the men in charge of those camps 
done their very best to minimise the inevitable 
| hardships which children placed in those camps 
must undergo?’ Not only have we their 
word, but we have, annexed to these reports, 
| reports from Afrikanders themselves.” 








was profoundly touched by the sufferings | 


she witnessed. But she does not seem to 
have considered whether, under the 
conditions of war, it was not inevitable 
that much suffering should follow in its 


train, or whether, under those conditions, | 


the persons in these refugee camps were 
better or worse off than if left in their 
homes in a country more or less devas- 
tated by military operations. 

It is not of Miss Hobhouse that I com- 
plain. But I deplore the use which has 
been made of Miss Hobhouse’s report by | 
certain persons, both in the press and | 
elsewhere, who thought it consistent 
with patriotism and a sense of justice to 
their fellow-countrymen who are ad- 
ministering these camps to make extracts | 
from the report setting forth the worst | 


| Mr. Rose Innes quoted two letters—one 
|from a Boer commandant (H. Alberts), 
in which he said, writing to Major Walter, 
‘at Boxsburg— 


| J] must express to you and other officers of 
| Boxsburg my heartfelt thanks for the great 
| kindness shown towards my wife, and at the 

same time for the message, and I hope that 
| this kindness may some time be repaid to you. 
| May I and you be spared to have a personal 


> 


| meeting.” 

The other was a letter signed by A. P. 
Vands, the secretary of the Committee 
of the Dutch Reformed Churches in 
Johannesburg, and addressed to Captain 
Snowden, as follows— 


“TI am directed by the committee of the 
Dutch Reformed Churches here to convey to 


| you the appreciation of the committee for the 








ossible view of > conditions of the} *° 

I . , | al the conditions of the | kindly interest and sympathy shown by you to 
Caeep GEM carefully excluding certain | the women and children under your charge; 
qualifications which Miss Hobhouse her- | also to thank you for your courtesy to men- 
self mentioned. This is bad enough if it | bers of the committee, and for your co-opera- 
is only for the ears of English people, | 40" in the committee's endeavours to lighten 

: , . ‘oP t their present sad condition. 

who can weigh the merits of this particu- | 
lar form of attack against His Majesty’s | There is only one other witness I will 
Government in regard to our military | quote, and to my mind his is striking 
operations ; but it becomes much worse | testimony. In a letter which appeared 
when such things are read by people in | in the Cape Times on the 5th of May, Mr. 
foreign countries, who are very often not | J. F. Siebert, for twelve years a Govern- 
friendly disposed towards us, and who/| ment officer of the late Orange Free 
certainly, however willing they might be, | State, said— 
have not the opportunity of sifting the | se 

os sine tate i‘ y eee ns _| “I recently visited most of the camps, and 
matter to the bottom. lave 1M MY) can only express my deep gratitude to the 
question drawn attention to some evi- | military authorities for their kind and con- 
dence which I think tells on the other | siderate treatment. If the British have erred 
side—namely, the article by Mr. Calde- | ®t all, they have done so in displaying too 
eatt : . much magnanimity and consideration to their 


But there is other and indepen- | enemies; else the war might long have been 
dent testimony. 


About ten days ago | over.” 
Lord Windsor. 
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We seem to have drifted into this incon- | 


gruous position—that while, on the one 
hand, Boers are writing letters thanking 
us for the treatment their own people have 
received, there are, on the other hand, 
certain persons at home who saythat these 
Boers are quite mistaken ; that we are 
really the most inhuman people in the 
world, and a disgrace to civilisation. It 
isnot for me to say what is the right 
method to adopt to obtain information, 
but I hope it may be possible for the 
Government to appoint a commission, 
including ladies, to visit the camps and 
report upon their condition. Before we 
apportion any praise or blame to those 
responsible we ought to know the full 
facts, and [ believe that if full informa- 
tion is obtained it will be shown that 
this country has set an example of 
humanity in conducting war which has 
not been set by any combatant in any 
previous war. 


*LorD RAGLAN: My Lords, I will 
answer the questions of my noble friend 
to the best of my ability, but I am «afraid 
it is not possible for me to give definite 
information on all the points raised. 
There is a large number of these con- 
centration camps, separated by large 
areas—some are in the newly conquered 
colonies, some in Natal, and one is on the 
coast-line in Cape Colony—and they are 
of different sizes, and contain different 
classes of inhabitants. For these reasons 
it has been found impossible to frame 
eut-and-dried regulations which could 
be applied to all the camps. Rules that 
would be useful and necessary in one 
camp would in all probability be un- 
necessary and possibly harmful in 
another. This is one of the chief reasons 
for the discrepancies to which my noble 
friend has alluded in the accounts of the 
various people who have seen these 
different camps; and I have no doubt 
myself that the discrepancies are still 
further exaggerated by the personal 
equation. It is a truism that no two 
persons see the same thing in the same 


manner, and therefore we cannot expect | 


a number of people going to different 
camps to describe them in the same 
Way. 

My difficulty in dealing with this 
complicated question is increased by the 
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fact that we are not in possession of full | 
] 


374 
information. J] should like to remind 
your Lordships that throughout this 
war it has always been the policy of the 
Government togive tothe local authorities 
in South Africa, whether military, civil, 
or quasi-civil, as much freedom as 
possible, because they alone are in posses- 
sion of the facts, and can form a sound 
judgment. It is obvious that it would 
very considerably hamper them in the 
discharge of their duties if we continually 
demanded from them a detailed running 
commentary on all their actions. ‘The 
writing of elaborate reports has been 
strongly protested against by Mr. Daw- 
kins’s Committee, and if that practice is 
unnecessary and harmful in peace time, 
it must be more unnecessary and harmful 
in time of war. The Government have 
no desire to suppress any information in 
regard to the refugee camps. On the 
contrary, they are thoroughly in earnest 
in their desire to have as complete know- 
ledge of this matter as possible. I am 
able to inform my noble friend that one 
of his suggestions has been anticipated, 
and that the Secretary of State for War 
is now engaged in forming a committee 
of ladies who will shortly go out and 
visit the camps and report on their con- 
dition. ‘The Secretary of State for War 
hopes to be in a position to publish the 
names of these ladies in the course of a 
few days. The camp at Port Elizabeth 
is a small one, containing twenty men 
and 330 women, and | am glad to be able 
to report that it is very healthy. It is 
apparently run by military officers, and 
is in charge of a matron. The camps at 
Howick and Maritzburg are under civil 
commandants, and those in the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colony under 
camp superintendents, with matrons, 
storekeepers, medical officers, and clerks. 
The nature of the shelter depends on 
circumstances. Where no brick build- 
ings are available marquees and bell tents 
or huts are used. The regulations 
governing Howick Camp, into which 
Mr. Caldecott went in some detail, have 
not yet reached us, and we are not aware 
whether the same regulations obtain at 
other camps, but I imagine myself that 
they would probably differ in different 
places. Much must be left to the indi- 


Refugee Camps. 


vidual discretion of the superintendents 
and commandants. 
Looking at the regulations as stated 
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in Mr. Caldecott’s article, they seem to 
me, from a general point of view, to carry 
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dren, there were no deaths; in the 
Orange River Colony, with 5,116 men, 





out the principles of organisation and | 9,646 women, and 17,953 children, the 
discipline which are necessary for such | deaths were 32 men, 75 women, and 
‘amps. The refugees are not regarded|182 children; and in the Transvaal, 


as prisoners of war, but are permitted to | 
frequent the nearest town with passes, | 
which are freely given wherever it is | 


possible. Whenever the authorities have 
proof that the refugee isa reliable person, 


who can either support himself or can, 


go to friends who are in a position to 
support him, he is permitted to leave 
the camp and reside with them, or by 


himself in the town, but he is not allowed | 


to leave the camp in order to starve on 
the veldt. With regard to rations, no 
distinction is drawn between those whose 
husbands are still out on commando and 
the rest. They receive the same rations 
as the British soldiers, and we are assured 
by Lord Kitchener that the refugees, 
from a material point of view, are satisfied 
and comfortable. There were complaints 
at first in various quarters as to the 
quality of the rations. In some cases it 
is possible, even probable, they were 
not all that could be desired. The difti- 
culties of transport, as your Lordships 
are aware, were great, but these have 
now been overcome. The presence of a 
large number of children in the camps 
rendered the question of rations a very 
difficult one. Milk was a great difficulty, 
but condensed milk is now being supplied. 
Medical attention is provided by the atten- 
dance of a doctor, matron, and certified 
nurse, and ministers of religion are 
allowed to have access to the camps. 
In the Orange River Colony the ministers 
receive pay for their ministrations. 
There were certain of these ministers 
who preached politics under the guise 
of religion, and these men have had, 
naturally, to be excluded. Relations 
are allowed to visit the camps, though, 
of course, wherever possible, families are 
accommodated in the same camp. 
Schools have been established wherever 
possible for the education of the children. 

With regard to the mortality in the 


camps, of which we have heard so much, | 


the death-rate for the month ended 


30th June was as follows :—In Natal, | 


with 901 men, 1,902 women, and 5,037 
children, the deaths were 5 men, 15 
women, and 84 children ; in Cape Colony, 
with 31 men, 85 women, and 274 chil- 


Lord Raglan. 


with 8,576 men, 16,078 women, and 
19,811 children, the deaths were 26 
men, 48 women, and 310 children. So 
that, with a total of 14,624 men, 27,711 
women, and 43,075 children, the deaths 
were 63 men, 138 women, and 576 
children. With regard to the coloured 
inmates, in Natal, with 7 men, 2 women, 
and 11 children, there were no deaths; 
in the Orange River Colony, with 2,076 
men, 7,313 women, and 11,201 children, 
there were no deaths, and in the Trans- 
vaal, with 244 men, 800 women, and 
1,835 children, there were 5 deaths. 
The mortality at one time was very great 
in some of these camps, especially in the 
Transvaal, though I am glad to say it 
is steadily decreasing. However much 
we regret it, | think your Lordships will 
see that, in the circumstances, it was 
inevitable that the death rate at first 
should be considerable. A large number 
of these refugees were in bad health 
when they arrived at the camps, and 
were suffering from diseases, brought on 
chiefly by hard fare and want of luxuries. 
Large numbers of them have the most 
elementary ideas of sanitation, and it was 
with great difficulty that they could be 
induced to ventilate their tents and 
huts,and give upa great many insanitary 
practices to which they had been addicted. 
Again, some of them, I am informed, 
from a morbid dread of illness, constantly 
took medicine which laid them open to 
disease. Much as we regret—and we do 
most deeply regret—the mortality which 
ensued on this state of things, yet we 
think, having regard to the only alterna- 
tive which faced these people, concentra- 
tion was the most charitable course to 
adopt, and the one most desirable from 
the point of view of military operations. 





*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
rise to say more than a few words on 
this exceedingly painful subject. There 
can be no question that the information 
which came to England in one form or 
‘another with regard to these concen- 
| tration camps excited very keen feeling. 
Profound compassion has been felt for 
| the unfortunate women and children 
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there, who have no doubt suffered very | 
largely. I do not, therefore, share the | 
view which I understood the noble Lord | 
to take, that attention should not have | 
been called to this very serious subject. 
| quite understand that in war military | 
necessities must arise, but I sometimes 
wonder whether a general, when the 
military necessity faces him, always 
looks sufficiently forward—whether he | 
balances the immediate advantage which 
he may gain by a particular course of 
action, and its results in a more distant 
future. No doubt the results may at 
first be good, though we have not as yet | 
heard whether any very good results 
have followed from the policy in this case; 
but whatever else may have happened, 
aterrible amount of ill-feeling and suffer- 
ing must havearisen. This undertaking 
was on an enormous scale. I think that 
at first the Government and those who 
had charge of the work hardly realised 
the enormous extent to which this neces- 
sity would develop ; and I rather doubt 
whether sufficient arrangements were at 
first made to meet the necessities which 
must arise from bringing together this 
great number of women and children 
in concentration camps. I am_ glad 
to learn that material improvements 
and changes have taken place in the con- 
dition of the people in the camps. For | 
instance, it has been stated that some of 
the families were put on a different | 
footing from others as regards rations 
because their husbands and_ brothers 
were engaged in warfare. That I think 
has now been remedied, and everybody 
must rejoice that that has been done. 
Iam glad to hear that doctors and nurses 
have been sent out to mitigate the diffi- 
culties which have to be faced in these 
vast camps. I rejoice to hear what the 
noble and gallant Lord said as to sending 
out a Committee to visit all these camps. 
I share what has been said in regard to 
exaggerated statements. There may have 
been exaggerated statements on this 
subject, and I deprecate such statements. 
I feel sure that nearly everybody in this 
country attributes the utmost humanity | 
and kindness to those who have charge 
of these camps. I certainly do, and | 
should be very sorry if any words in the | 
press and elsewhere led to a contrary | 
opinion. Isincerely trust that the Govern- | 
ment will watch most carefully this | 
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policy of concentrating the people in 
camps, and will diminish it as fast as they 
can. Iam not going to argue that it was 
not necessary, but the ill-feeling arising 
from the suffering entailed may do a 
great deal of harm and retard a possible 
settlement in the future. 


Minute of 3rd July. 


EDUCATION—MINUTE OF 8rp JULY. 


Lorp REAY: My Lords, in rising to 
move the resolution standing in my 


-name disapproving of the Minute of 


the Board of Education, dated 3rd July, 
1901, establishing regulations for evening 
schools and classes, I wish first of all to 
make a preliminary observation with 
regard to the judgment which has created 
such a stir. It is generally thought that 
that judgment convicted school boards 
of breaking the law. Now, what really 
did happen was that the interpretation 
given to the law by the Local Government 
Board was set aside by the judges. On 
two occasions the matter which has now 
been decided came before the Local 
Government Board, and on both occasions 
the Local Government Board reversed 
the decision of the district auditor, and 
ordered that the school board should 
have the money disallowed by the 
auditor placed to their credit. The first 
decision in what is known as the Tot- 
tenham School Board case was given 
by Sir Henry Fowler on 2nd February, 
1893, and the second by Mr. Chaplin 
on 6th November, 1895. As long as 
those decisions were not set aside it was 
clear that school boards were absolutely 
warranted in incurring expenditure for 
the purpose of earning science and art 
grants. It was only after the judges 
had set aside those decisions that a new 
situation arose. With regard to the in- 
struction given to adults in evening 
continuation schools, it was fully 
justified by the Code of regulations 
issued by the Board of Education. No 
objections were ever raised by the Edu- 
cation Department to this instruction, 
and in this respect also the judgment 
was directed not against school boards 
but against the Government Depart- 
ment which is responsible for the pro- 
ceedings of school boards. My objec- 
tions to the Minute are that it intro- 
duces alterations in the existing regu- 
lations for evening continuation schools, 
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which are not required by the Cocker- | 


ton judgment, and that in some 
respects it runs counter to the expressed 
opinions of the judges. The Master of 
the Rolls, in his judgment, says— 

“No objection in this case is taken to the 
teaching by the school board with ratepayers’ 


money of those things which appear in the 
Code.” 


And further on he says -— 

** And for the purposes of this case, but only 
for this case, it is to be taken by the admis- 
sion of the Attorney General that the educa- 
tion prescribed by the Whitehall Code is 
elementary education within the meaning of 
the Act of 1870.” 


Therefore, so long as what is taught in a 
public elementary school—and an evening 
continuation school hitherto was a public 
elementary school—appears in the Code, 
it is held by the judges to be legal. The 
Minute shirks the duty of clearly indi- 
cating what may be taught in a public 
elementary school, and simply states in 
Article 21 that “ the instruction given 
in the school must be in accordance with 
the provisions of the Elementary Educa- 
tion Acts.” And in the memorandum 
also it is stated that grants will be paid 
“for such part of the instruction specified 
in this Minute as may legally be given in 
such schools.” The judgment, on the 
other hand, states definitely that it is 
legal to teach whatever is embraced in 
the Whitehall Code. Whereas the judges 
draw a clear line of demarcation between 
the instruction to be given under the 
Whitehall Code and under the Directory, 
the Minute perpetuates the confusion 
and creates a fresh source of complica- 








Minute of 3rd July. 380 


teen years. The effect of the fifteen 
years limit will, in London alone, result 
in the disqualification of 125,000 out of 
153,000 scholars in board schools, and 
in the ultimate extinction of the greater 
part of the schools. 


Why the subjects mentioned in 


| Articles 2 and 3 of the Code for 


1900 have been altered as they have 
been in this Minute it is not easy to ex- 
plain. As regards physical exercises, we 
were told that they were taken out be- 
cause they might lead to abuses. Surely, 


‘such abuses could easily be put down by 


, advance, 


tions by mixing up what the judges very | 


clearly indicate should be separated. 

Then, as regards the limit of age, which 
in Article 21 (iii.) is taken at fifteen, 
there is nothing in the judgment to 
show that the line should be drawn 
there. Mr. Justice Wills said— 

“Practically, I suppose that, at somewhere 
between sixteen and seventeen, at the highest, 
an age has been arrived at which no one would 
ordinarily call ‘ childhood.’ ”’ 


It is true that the London School Board 
obtained legal advice in favour of not 
going beyond the limit of fifteen, but 
it is quite clear that this does not prevent 
the Board of Education from accepting 
the higher limit of Mr. Justice Wills— 


somewhere between sixteen and seven: | 


Lord Reay. 


His Majesty’s inspectors. I am all the 
more surprised at this omission, because 
in a memorandum recently issued by 
the Scottish Education Department 
it is stated that “certain subjects, such 
as physical exercises, military drill and 
music, which, taken concurrently with 
other subjects of this Code, may be 
expected to enlarge and raise the physical, 
moral, and mental equipment of those 
who come within their influence.” Why 
in England this physical, moral, and 
mental equipment should be withdrawn 
I cannot conceive. In the Scotch Code 
these subjects are placed in a_ sepa- 
rate division. Whereas the Code of 
regulations for continuation classes in 
Scotland is a very distinct step in 
this Minute is a deliberate 
retrograde step. 

The regulations for evening  con- 
tinuation schools hitherto were the 
same for all schools; they had all 
to be public elementary schools in 
order to obtain the grant. This Minute 
creates a new category 0° schools not 
carried on under the Elementary Eduea- 
tion Acts, and at the same time it is 
proposed to give them a Parliamentary 
grant under Article 17. There are two 
grants—the Parliamentary grant and 
the science and art grant. With the 
latter I am not concerned. I am dealing 
with the former only, which is ear- 
marked for elementary education. It 


|is the grant mentioned in Section 2 of 


the Elementary Education Act of 1870. 
Mr. Justice Wills stated distinctly that— 


“A Parliamentary grant means (by Section 2) 
a grant made in aid of an elementary school 
out of moneys provided by Parliament for the 
Civil Service, entitled ‘for public education in 
Great Britain,’ which, as I have shown, is 
always a distinct thing from the grant to the 
Science and Art Department, and is the fund 
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which from its establishment has been adminis- 
tered by the Whitehall or Education Depart- 
ment.” 


Now, by this Minute, we get a new class 
of evening continuation schools, which 
are not carried on under the Elementary 
Education Acts, but which may give 
elementary education, and which will get 
the Parliamentary grant of Article 17 
as well as the grant in the Directory of 


Article 20. To apply the Parliamentary | 


grant for elementary instruction given 
ina school which is not a public elemen- 
tary school within the meaning of the 


Act of 1870, is certainly not in con- | 


formity with the judgment and with 
the Act of 1870. Section 96 of the 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, dis- 
tinctly lays down that— 

“ After the 3lst day of March, 1871, no 
Parliamentary grant shall be made to any 
elementary school which is not a public ele- 
mentary school within the meaning of this 


Act.” 


The Master of the Rolls stated very 
dearly which voluntary schools could 
daim the Parliamentary grant. These 
are his words— 


“The object and meaning of the defi- 
nition clause ‘of an elementary school in 
Section 3 of the Education Act of 1870,’ 
in my judgment, is that inasmuch as 
all kinds of education were then being 
taught in these voluntary schools, those 
outside schools (I call them), only should come 
within the Act and derive the benefits, by 
way of grants and otherwise, conferred by the 
Act, at which elementary education was the 
principal part of the education therein given, 
and, in addition, that only those outside volun- 
tary schools should come within the Act if they 
were Schools at which the ordinary payments 
therein in respect of the instruction from each 
scholar did not exceed 9d. a week apiece. 
That voluntary schools are referred to in the 
Act of 1870 as elementary schools, in my | 
opinion, is apparent from, amongst others, 
Section 23, Section 12 (2), Section 9 (2), and 
Section 7. The object, meaning, and scope of 
the definition was to select out of these volun- 
tary schools those which had these two attri- 
butes—namely, if the principal part of its edu- | 
cation was elementary, and also was a school in | 
which the scholars paid no more than 9d. | 
apiece a week. If there was not this definition 
I do not see why all voluntary schools 
could not have claimed the benefit of the 
Act, no matter what was their teaching, | 
if they conformed to the requirements of the | 
Act as regards religious teaching and otherwise. | 
This definition, in my judgment, instead of | 
being a statutory enactment that the highest | 
education prescribed by the directory should | 
be taught by a board school at the expense of 
the ratepayers, is a definition whereby a limit 
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is placed as to those voluntary schools which 
| should become publicelementary schools within 
| the Act of 1870, and obtain its benefits, and in 
| my opinion this definition has no such effect as 
| that contended for on behalf of the school 
| board.” 


| According to these words of the judg- 
|ment of the Master of the Rolls, the 
Parliamentary grant of the Education 
Act of 1870 can only be given to volun- 
tary schools which are public elemen- 
tary schools under that Act, and you 
cannot create another category of elemen- 
tary schools, voluntary or other, and 
give them the Parliamentary grant. 
If elementary education can be given 
in schools which are not under the Act of 
1870, and if a Parliamentary grant can 


be earned by a school which is not a 
public elementary school, there is nothing 


to prevent the recognition of day schools 
on the same footing. The distribution 
of the grant may then be so manipulated 
that the Act of 1870 will cease to apply 
There may be 
doubts as to whether my interpretation 
of the Minute is the right one; but the 
interpretation given to it ina communica- 
tion addressed to Mr. E. Flower, Mem- 
ber for West Bradford, by the private 
secretary of the Vice-President of the 
Council on July 8, seems to me to prove 
clearly what is intended and to confirm 
my apprehension. The writer states 
that— 


“Under the new regulations the Board of 
Education will give its. grants, as specified in 
the Minute, to all evening schools fulfilling the 
conditions laid down in the first twenty articles, 
whether for elementary subjects or for advanced 
work, without any age limit. Article 21 has 
no application to them.” 


Then occurs this remarkable passage— 


““T may point out that the fact that evening 
schools may thus in future receive grants with- 
out being in the legal sense public elementary 
schools will bring two additional advantages 
—namely, (1) It will relieve them from the 
operation of the 17s. 6d. limit of grant, which, 
it is believed, has frequently retarded their 
development in the past ; and (2) it will greatly 


| facilitate in counties their organisation on com- 


prehensive bases, over a large area, on a pro- 
perly co-ordinating system.” 


It will do more than that, for it will 
relievé these schools absolutely from all 
the limits which are placed on the giving 
of religious instruction, and on the 
payment of fees, and from the obligation 
contained in Section 20 of the Elemen- 
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tary Education Act of 1876, “that the | fore, to be dealt with by some one mor 
income of the schools shall be applied | competent to undertake the task a 
only for the purpose of public elementary | will make, as shortly as I can, a state- 
schools.” The letter goes on— | ment, which will not be legal, but which 

“It was necessary to add Article 21 to the | I trust will be clear, of the present position 
regulations in order to preserve to school boards of these evening schools and of the 


the power of carrying on evening schools at the Ee e . 
expense of the school fund, so far as the judg- , nae gg hich have made 7 —_ 
ment in ‘Rex v. Cockerton’ allows, with the | t® issue this Minute. These evening 


aid of grants from the Exchequer” classes were originally conducted under 
the same managers, by the same teachers 
and in the same buildings as elementary 
schools. = instruction which was 
iven in them was entirely elementary 
Neither do I, my Lords. The letter oul the age of the scholars in pons 
concludes— was between the years of twelve and 

“The restrictions of Article 21 are the un- twenty-one. In 1893 a very great 
avoidable outcome of the recent decision of the rpeyolution took place — the Even. 


courts of law as to the limits necessarily. - 1 1 : : 
attaching to the functions and powers of school ing School Code was issued, which 


boards in this regard.” removed altogether the age limit, and 
: ' opened schools to all forms of higher 
4 : © . mn ~ 5 
I 1d gsc repens es the | education. That Code was taken as an 
only authority for issuing this Minute | invitation from the Education Depart- 
is Section 97 of the Act of 1870, as is) me and Boanide ,' 

q ne head of the Mi eo ment to school boards to enter upon a 
stated at the me ot nt : omer That considerable invasion of the sphere of 
section expressly provides that the con- | secondary education. Though they were 
ditions laid down in any such Minute— potentially in all their schools, and 
: shall a — _ pew ne pens, of actually in a great many of them, 
o any school on the ground that it is, or is | .,, ae : ee ee 
iesk, Seunlak tye chee bane.” secondary schools, they were still called 

public elementary schools, and this Code 
This Minute clearly violates this essential was accepted by school boards as an invi- 
principle and ought not, if only for that | tation to enter upon the work never con- 
reason, to be approved. The Minute | templated under the Elementary Educa- 
ignores the Act of 1870 as interpreted | tion Act. The income of a voluntary 
quite recently by the courts of law. We | school consists of grants from the Board 
on this side of the House can only enter | of Education, grants from the county 
a protest, but we are bound to oppose council, fees from the scholars, and 
this Minute because we take our stand | voluntary contributions. The income of 
on the principles of the Act of 1870, | a board school is the same, except that 
because it creates a privileged position | that part of its income which is derived 
for voluntary schools, and because it | from fees and from county council grants 
deprives a large part of the population | is much smaller, and there are no yolun- 
of schools which they require. |tary contributions, and the deficit is 
| > 
, made up from the school rate. In many 
hat this House | of our a e towns, acting on the invita 
disapproves of the Minute of the Board|,. -. 8° et ae é j 
< ; ‘ | tion in the Code, evening schools managed 
of Education, dated 3rd July, 1901, | apa 
ae hye ~*."? | by school boards and maintained by the 
establishing regulations for evening} " 3 a, 
oes rates have come into competition with 
. I 
schools and classes.’’—(Lord Reay.) | : 
' technical schools conducted by the town 


Tue LORD PRESIDENT oF tue| council, with polytechnics, schools of art, 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire): | and other institutions. In some places 
My Lords, I do not think the House would | the evils of overlapping have been miti- 
desire that I should attempt to follow the | gated by arrangements made between 
noble Lord in the discussion of his legal | the local authorities and the school board, 
arguments, which were supported by | but in other places this competition for 
copious extracts from a judgment of the| scholars which has arisen has had the 
Master of the Rolls, not one word of which | natural consequences of deterioration 
reached my ears. I will leave the legal | in the quality of the instruction given, and 
part of the noble Lord’s speech, there-| great waste of funds, central and local. 


Lord Reay. 


Then follow these words— 


“Sir J. Gorst does not anticipate that there 
will be many such schools hereafter.” 


corn 


Moved, to resolve 
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This was a state of things with which | schools into proper categories—those 
Parliament would have had to deal under | which are elementary schools and those 
any circumstances, and Parliament no! which are not elementary but secondary 
doubt would have been asked to deal} schools. Now, the number of the first 
with it as soon as a secondary educa- is not large, as the noble Lord has said, 
tional authority could be established. | but such schools of the first class as have 
But before Parliament arrived at any | existed may exist. still, and may be 
decision on the point the Cockerton | managed by school boards without in- 
judgment intervened, and produced a/|fringement of the law, and can receive 
situation which made dealing with it at| grants under Article 21. But as to the 
once absolutely necessary, not waiting | second category, those that are really 
for future action by Parliament. That secondary schools, in this will be included 
situation, whatever may be the merits | all those under voluntary management, 
or demerits of the evening school Code, to which I have referred, which are not 
made it impossible to continue a great) affected by the Cockerton judgment, 
deal of the work that had been carried | and also all those board schools in which 
on. The judgment, of course, did not) the instruction given has been declared 
interfere with that part of the work | illegal by a court of law; and it was pro- 
carried on in voluntary schools, because | posed to legalise these by Clause 8 of the 
the sources of income in their case, in | Education Bill first introduced, and it is 
per pace income a from | now — to Lng these (Ne the 
ees and voluntary contributions, were | present year by the Kducation (No. 2) 
either grants from the Board of Educa-| Bill. As to both these last-mentioned 
tion or subventions from county councils | classes of schools—voluntary — schools 
from funds legally applicable to secondary | which are not affected and board schools 
education. But in the case of the even- | to be temporarily continued—the Minute 
ing “agi carried em by the a ee seagate = — a 
boards a great part of the instruction) which they may be conducted, and, as 
could not have been given but for the | was stated in the letter of the Vice-Presi- 
rate, which was their principal source dent referred to, it will facilitate their 
of income, and which, according to the | organisation on a wide basis over a wide 
legal judgment, cannot be applied to | area. 
secondary education or the education of | What the future of these schools will be 
adults. Under these circumstances, it | is decided neither by the Minute nor the 
was impossible for the Board of Educa- | Bill ; it must come under the future con- 
tion to reissue the evening school Code. | sideration of Parliament. The chief 
To reissue it would have had the effect objection, so far as I understand, taken 
of inviting school boards to break the by the noble Lord is that in regard to 
law as decided by the courts. But, | these elementary schools still legally 

7 Y De o>) c Bh * J * x fon be s 
although some of these schools may have, | managed by board schools the limit of age 
as it is thought by some. only a slight | is fixed at fifteen years, and the instruc- 
educational value, while some of them | tion in them must be of a purely elemen- 
may be superfluous and others actually | tary character. Of course, the age limit 
mischievous, still the Board of Education | is arguable, but the Department have 
had no desire summarily to suppress and | acted on the advice of experts and have 
put an end to a very large number of | adopted fifteen as the limit. But this limi- 
schools, many of which undoubtedly do | tation will apply only to a small class of 
excellent work, which certainly were | schools which will still be conducted under 
established with the best intentions, and | Article 21. In all the remainder—all 
in accordance with an invitation from|those to which the authority of the 
the Board of Education, but, unfor- | county council is given—the same educa- 
tunately, established and conducted | tion can continue to be given. The 
under a certain misapprehension as | disability which attaches to a certain 
to the state of the existing law. The | class of evening schools now conducted 
Board therefore propose to deal with the | by school boards is not through the action 
difficulty partly by the Minute which | of the Minute ; it is due to the Cockerton 
is now under consideration and partly by | judgment ; the Minute has done nothing 
legislation. This Minute divides evening| but to bring the regulations of the 
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Department into conformity with what | elapsed before further legislation w 
has been declared to be the law. I think proposed, many, if not all, of the <a 
this statement covers most of the points boards would have taken the sepottaslll 
of the speech of the noble Lord, excepting of making still further steps in the aia 
his legal argument. He has referred'to tion of secondary education. I do we 
the omission in the Minute of some sub- desire to minimise the importance of i 
jects of instruction which formerly found Minute or the Bill. Combined, they 
their place in the Evening School Code. my opinion, assert, as strongly as the Bill 
Grants can no longer be earned for which was first introduced, the negative 
physical exercises. This has been very side of our position. We have or a 
carefully considered, and we are advised ceeded, unfortunately, in the present bee 
that the grant for physical exercises in constituting a new authority for sec “ 
should be omitted because of a certain dary education. But this Minute ia 
amount of abuse to which the subject the Bill combined iidlinete dleaviy ‘th 
has been considered liable, and in some, policy of His Majesty’s Government t} z 
perhaps notin numerous, schools grants in the future the secondary uitbesinr 
are said to have been earned by holding not to be the school board. — se: 
dancing parties. The noble Lord also [ am not sorry that the school boards 
referred to the omission of the grant for should have realised, as clearly as t] ; 
nursing, ambulance work, and one other, seem to have done, ‘the actual onaiibia 
but I would point out that those are not and importance of the principle B which 
necessarily excluded by the Minute. Parliament is now asked to sivsiic oniall 
Those are what are considered to be This is not a new controversy It br ke 
technological subjects, and he will see out, certainly in a less acute form me 
under Group A in the appendix of the more than twelve years ago. Preciadlf 
Minute, that “any other subject ap- the same sort of opposition emanatit e 
proved by the Board of Education as of from the same quarter as this “Minute 
educational value can be taught and can and Bill are opposed by, was siReeel to the 
receive the grant.” It will only be neces- Technical Instruction Bill twelve veal 
sary for the managers of schools to ago. That Bill had its origin in a arely 
sitisfy the Board of Education that a educational body with which I ae asso- 
certain course of instruction which they ciated—the National Association ies the 
propose to give is of educational value Promotion of Technical and Secondary 
and it will still be eligible for the grant. Education. It was brought in withou 
Tam quite aware that the Minute has not any political object and Pe up bv the 
found, and is not likely to find, favour Government and passed hg i. ne 
with Lord Reay or the school boards. opposed by some of the school boards aa 
They would have preferred a Minute their champions on exactly the yes € 
which would have perpetuated the fiction ground as the present Bill and Mien “i 
that these secondary schools were still because it was said that it Peedi nb 
public elementary schools. What they power of the school boards am the jae 
would have preferred would have been to provide higher education. This ere 
a Bill which would have given to all troversy has continued from then w * 
these schools alike protection from the the present time. Itisa Repel: pe 
existing law. What they would really which Parliament has not given much 
have desired is that the law should have attention, but it has fought out in the 
been altered altogether. We were not great towns and centres of population in 
prepared to take that course. If we had this country to the great detiinnectt of 
taken that cousre, and had proposed, the real cause of education, and accom- 
even temporarily, to legalise these schools panied by a large waste of wate fund 
without the intervention of any other The decision which Parliament will have 
authority, when we came to propose to give on this Bill and this Minute “a 
legislation in another year we should I trust, go far to establish a principle ie 
have been told that by our legislation we which this controversy may, in a future 
had made the admission that these | Parliament, be definitely and finally 
schools were rightly, if not legally, in| settled, and I hope your Lordships will 
possession of the field, and no doubt, | not be induced by the motion VF the 
during the interval which may have noble Lord to withhold your sanction. 


{ 


The Duke of Devonshire ! 
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Toe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: My | 
Lords, I do not wish to say anything | 
disrespectful of, or derogatory to, volun- 
tary schools, of which I am a strong 
supporter ; but I think the noble Duke 
has concealed—I do not say intentionally 
_the real injustice of this Minute. The | 
Minute proposes one scheme for volun- 
tary schools and another for board 
schools. If your Lordships will look at 
the terms of the Minute, you will find 
that voluntary schools will be under no 
limits as to the age of their scholars, 
whereas in board schools the age is 
limited to fifteen, and at the same time | 
voluntary schools will be free to give 
dementary or advanced instruction, 
according to the needs of the locality 
or the wants of individual students. 
The noble Duke said in the course of his 
remarks that one thing he wished to 
make clear was the intention of the 
Government that secondary education 
should not remain in the hands of school 
boards. But that does not seem to me 
to justify the action of this Minute, 
which says to voluntary schools: “* You 
may either conduct these evening con- 
tinuation schools for elementary instruc- 
tion or secondary instruction ; you may 
practically, have a free hand in the 
matter, but the board schools may not.”’ 
Ido not understand precisely what the 
prejudice in the mind of the Board 
of Education is to board schools. The 
noble Duke said the opposition to this 
Minute was confined to a certain number 
of Radical educationists. 


THe DUKE oF DEVONSHIRE: I did 


not say so. 


THe Earn or PORTSMOUTH: I 
think the noble Duke referred to the | 
National Union of Teachers. 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: I did 


not mention them. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: What I 
wish to remind the noble Duke of is that | 
opposition to the Minute is not confined 
to the body of men my noble friend 
Lord Reay represents, but that there is. 
a very large body of opinion on the | 
Conservative side against this treatment 
of board schools. Sir W. Hart Dyke, 


neither an extreme nor inexperienced 
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man, said a few days ago that, although a 
strong supporter of voluntary schools, he 


| had never failed to recognise the necessity 
for board schools throughout the country, 


and he saw no reason to regret his 
action, for he could not doubt that the 
system was a good one. And he went 
on to say that he could not help feeling 
that the present phase of the question 
was owing to the want of appreciation 
of the importance of education on the 
part of His Majesty’s Government, and 
to deprecate the derogatory statements 
relating to school boards which were 
made by the Vice-President of the 
Council in another place. In this matter 
it is well to remember that this Minute 
is intended to commit the country and 
the public to a policy and a principle 


hereafter. Therefore the Minute assumes 
an importance which it would not 
otherwise have. This is the view 


taken by another Conservative Member 
of Parliament, Major Banes, Member for 
South-West Ham, who made use of this 
very strong language— 

“T cannot but express my surprise and 
disgust at the unworthy and undeserved 
sneers and remarks made by the Vice-President 
of the Council against the members of 
school boards and their work. The teachers 
and even the electors, and I am confident 
the people, will not forget them, and I regret 
the Government and the Unionists have in 
their ignorance been so misled as to support 
instead of disclaiming any part in these mis- 
leading and cowardly attacks made under the 
shelter of town councils.” 

These are not the words of an opponent 
of His Majesty's Government. They are 
the outspoken expression of opinion of a 
Conservative member. I should very 
much regret if, by such language as the 
Vice-President of the Council indulged 
in when he introduced his Bill, any 
weight should be given to the belief, 
which I am bound to say does not appear 
to me to be unfounded, that it is the 
covert and the real intention of the 


' Government, by means of this legislation, 


to put an end, as far as possible, to the 
development of the work of school 
boards. I say that, not in behalf of the 
towns, because I believe that, whatever 
line is taken by the Board of Education 
as regards the towns, the great towns 
value the work of the school boards and 
the spirit in which that work has been 
done. But why are the country dis- 
tricts, by a Minute of this kind, to be 


P 
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prevented from making use of the 
machinery of the school boards? The 
Minute starts by throwing cold water 
upon any evening school. It says— 

“Tn order to obtain these grants it must be 


decided by the Board of Education that the 
school is not unnecessary.” bi 


I do not think, my Lords, there is that 
great interest in education in the country 
districts that there is any likelihood that 
schools that are unnecessary will be 
started. My experience is that it is 
extremely difficult in country districts 
to get any interest taken in secondary 
education. There is another condition 
of the grant—that the school must have 
adequate local support. I should like 
to know what is the meaning of the 
words “* adequate local support.” I shall 
vote for my noble friend’s motion because 
I do not see why voluntary schools should 
be placed in a privileged position in this 
matter. In doing this the Government 
are giving credence to the belief that 
they are striking, not merely at a system 
of efficient education, but also at the 


conscience clause, because in this Minute, | 


as it stands, there is nothing to prevent 
sectarian education from being given in 
these evening continuation schools. 


*THe Lorp Bishop oF HEREFORD: 
My Lords, I desire, very briefly, to sup- 
port the motion of the noble Lord oppo- 
site. I had hoped that it would have 
commended itself to the judgment of the 
House, and that the Minute would have 
been referred back to the Board of 
Education for further consideration. 
We must all agree with the noble Duke 
that it is desirable that some Minute 
should be issued, but, reading it from a 
strictly educational point of view, I am 
bound to say that it would be very 
difficult to frame a Minute less likely to 
give general satisfaction. Though I 
was not able entirely to follow the argu- 
ment of the noble Lord (Lord Reay), he 
seemed to establish a pretty strong 
prima facie case that the Board of Edu- 
cation has in this instance assumed 
powers which it does not possess, and 


proposes to give grants of public money 
to a new type of schools to which it has 


not yet been authorised to give grants. 


I cannot but feel that the House may 
very well pause before it sanctions the 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 


{LORDS} 
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issue of such a Minute. This is an un. 
fortunate Minute, because it tends to 
discourage, hamper, and thwart the 
efforts of those who have been really 
doing the good work of continuation 
schools hitherto, and I cannot help 
feeling that those who framed the 
Minute have not yet risen to a due appre- 
ciation of our system of continuation 
schools. At present our elementary 
education in many parts of the country 
ends in an immense amount of cruel 
waste ; for this reason, that it stops at 
such an early age. In a few years 
those who leave the elementary schools 
are practically uneducated, and are 
left outside of nearly all educational 
influences during the most critical 
period of their lives. If we are to 
amend that state of things I do not see 
how it can be done except by institut- 
ing a system of compulsory attendance 
at continuation schools. That, as your 
Lordships know, has _ been done in 
Germany ; and in Saxony a boy from 
an elementary school has to attend con- 
tinuation classes twice a week for three 
years after the age of fourteen. All over 
the German Empire the municipalities 
are empowered to make technical educa- 
| tion compulsory from, I believe, fourteen 
| to eighteen years of age. I cannot but 
‘feel that it is high time we faced the 
| question in a similar fashion. But until 
‘that is done I venture to hope the 
| Government will do nothing to discourage 
| those who are doing their best to en- 
/courage voluntary attendance at con- 
| tinuation schools. It is absolutely neces- 
| sary that we should make these schools 
| attractive, and also that we should give 
as free a hand as possible to those 
| managers of schools, school boards, and 
| others who have done the work hitherto, 
and done it well. The noble Lord who 
introduced this motion reminded the 
House what the effect of the Minute 
would probably be upon London. I will 
quote the case of the city of Manchester, 
which has a system of evening continua- 
tion schools at least as good as that of 
any other town in the country. In 
Manchester, under the action of Mr. 
Acland’s Code, and by combination 
between the school board and the volun- 
tary managers, the school board has 


built up an admirable system of con- 
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tinuation schools. There are something | lessen the number of pupils. I hope that 


like 9,000 pupils attending them, and I | 


do not suppose anyone knowing the work 
of these schools would be able to speak of | 
the results in any terms but of praise | 
and respect. There are in Manchester | 
at the present time 118 of these schools, | 
and the advantage of having them in the | 
hands of the school board is that the | 
school board is able so to regulate the | 
work done that it is really continuation | 
work. | 

Tae Duke or DEVONSHIRE: All 


these schools will be continued under 
the Minute. 





*Toe Lorp Bisnop or HEREFORD: | 
But the Minute will apparently in-| 
volve taking them out of the hands of 
the present managing body. [The Duke 
of DEVONSHIRE dissented.] At any rate, 
the present managing bodies have inter- 
preted the Minute in that way. I now} 
understand that the Minute is to be inter- 
preted by a Bill which is still to be passed. 
The Minute, to begin with, will bind the 
present managers of schools hand and 
foot. Again, it introduces the fifteen 
years limit. I do not know why this 
limit should be introduced in England, 
while Scotland is left free in the matter. 
The advantages given to Scotland are so 
obvious that we could not do better than 
imitate a great many of the points in the 
Scottish Code. Again, we are told that 
the elementary classes containing pupils | 
up to fifteen years of age must not be con- | 
ducted in the same building in which the 
school for senior scholars is conducted. 
How will that affect country districts 
where only one building is available ? 
There is also a very ambiguous reference 
to school fees. Are school fees to be! 
required of all students in these continua- 
tion classes in the future, or are the local 
authorities to be free to demand them 
or not, according to circumstances ? 
Hitherto the practice has varied in dif- | 
ferent localities according to the circum- 
stances of the locality. Is that freedom 
to be taken away ? 


THE DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: No. 


*THe Lorp BisHop oF HEREFORD: | 
I am glad to hear that, because if | 
it were taken away it would tend to} 


the centralising process indicated by the 
Minute will not go on too much, because 
I have seen nothing in the action of the 
Board of Education since it was recon- 
structed that tends to give me confidence 
that it is in a position to undertake these 
additional duties. Therefore, I sincerely 
trust that this Minute will be referred 
back to the Department for further 
consideration. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, the 
noble Duke the Lord President of the 
Council, in the observations he made, 
answered a speech which my noble friend 
behind me did not deliver, and did not 
answer the speech which he did deliver. 


THe DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: 
not understand it. 


I did 


*EarL SPENCER: I estimate that, 
according to the figures for the year 1899, 
at least 83,880 children in board schools 
will be affected by Article 21 of the Minute. 


| The right rev. Prelate alluded just now to 


the very important continuation schools 
in Manchester, and the noble Duke said 
there was no reason why these schools 
should not go on, but they cannot go on 
with any children over fifteen years of 
age. 


THE Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: Cer- 
tainly they can. 


*EarRL SPENCER: They will not 
receive the same Parliamentary grants. 
DEVONSHIRE: 


THE DUKE OF 


Certainly they will. 


*EarL SPENCER: They will for this 
year, but after that they will not be able 
to receive Parliamentary grants if the 
pupils are over fifteen years of age. 


THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: 
After that, I have said, they will have to 
be dealt with by Parliament. 


*EarL SPENCER: That is the only 
consolatory remark I have heard from 
the noble Duke, and I sincerely hope 
that when Parliament comes to deal 
with the matter it will not adopt the 
policy laid down by the noble Duke. 


P 2 
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The reason why we feel strongly on this 
subject is this, that those who have been 
receiving money, if you may so call it, 
illegally under the Cockerton judgment, 
will be allowed to continue receiving 
that money if they come to terms with 
the county council. The Bill and this 
Minute lay down really the policy for 
the future, and we think it necessary 
to at once protest against the policy 
which these measures propound. I 
should deprecate altogether depriving 
school boards of the power of dealing 
with these continuation schools for pupils | t 
over fifteen years of age. They are very 
competent to do it, and they do it better 
almost than any other body. 
agree with what has been said elsewhere, 
that the education given in board schools 
has been bad—lI think the noble Duke 
said it was mischievous. 

THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I 
said in some cases. 


*Eart SPENCER: I think the noble 
Duke was referring to cases where 
physical exercises took the form of 
dancing; but, as I understand, those 
cases only numbered twenty, and they 
received the permission and sanction 
of the inspectors. I will not dwell more on 
this question, owing to the lateness of 


I cannot | 


{LORDS} 





information on that point. 


the hour, but I should like to press this | 
on my noble friend—that this Minute | 
runs counter to important clauses in the | 


Education Act of 1870. 
be clearer than the clauses which my 
noble friend behind me quoted, and | 
which provide that the Parliamentary 
grant distributed by the Education 
Department must be given to a public 
elementary school. Further than that, 


Nothing could | 
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be made without giving any preference 
to any school on the ground that it is, 
or is not, provided by a school board. 


| Under this Minute the Education Depart- 


ment can, although refusing to give to 
school boards power tocontinue the educa- 
tion beyond the age of fifteen, allow 
voluntary schools to go on without 
some of the most binding conditions im- 
posed by the Act of 1870. One of those 
conditions is the Conscience Clause. 
We certainly think it is of the utmost 
importance that that should be main- 
tained, but under the Minute we believe 
—we may not be interpreting it correctly 
—that voluntary schools may set up 
evening continuation schools without 
any of the conditions laid down in 
Clauses 96 and 97 of the Act of 1870. 
That is a very important matter. It 
is said that the giving of the Parlia- 
mentary grant to voluntary schools is 
justified under the new clauses of the 
Appropriation Act. I should like some 
This Minute, 
in our opinion, extends a favouritism 
to voluntary schools which is denied to 
school boards, for the noble Duke cannot 
deny that, under the Minute, voluntary 


schools can establish these evening 
continuation schools without coming 
under any of the stringent conditions 


imposed by Clauses 96 and 97 of the Act 
of 1870. It is because we feel that this 
is apparently the foundation of a policy 
which is to deteriorate the position of 
school boards, to diminish their influence, 
and in other ways to evade the great Act 
of 1870 to which the noble Duke was a 
party, that we strongly oppose the 
Minute now before the House. 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 


Clause 97 provides that the grants must | Contents, 18; Not-Contents, 69. 
CONTENTS. 

Carrington, E. Hereford, L. Bp. Kinnaird, L. 

Chesterfield, E. [ZedZer.] Leigh, L. 

Portsmouth, E. Battersea, L. agg L. 

Spencer, E. Boyle, L.(£.Cork and Orrery.) Reay, ‘. 


Burghelere, L. 


Gordon, V. (EZ. Aberdeen.) Davey, L. 


Hobhouse, L. 


Ribblesdale, L. [ Ted/en:] 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Welby, L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 
Salisbury, M. (L. Privy Seal.) 


Bath, M. 
Bristol, M. 


Portland, D. 
Wellington, D. 


Earl Spencer. 


Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) 


Pembroke and Montgomery, 
E. (L. Steward.) 


Carnwath, E. 
Denbigh, E. 
Derby, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Mar and Kellie, E. 
Mayo, E- 
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Morley, E. 

Mount Edgeumbe, E. 
‘Onslow, E. 

Powis, E. 

Selborne, E. 

Shaftesbury, E. 

Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) 
Waldegrave, E. [Teller.] 
Westmeath, E. 


Addington, L. 
Ashbourne, L. 
Belper, L. 


Colchester, L. 
De Mauley, L. 
Farquhar, L. 
Glanusk, L. 
‘Cross, V. Glenesk, L. 
Falkland, V. 
Frankfort De Montmorency, Harris, L. 
V. James, L. 
Goschen, V. Kenyon, L. 
Llandaff, V. 
Portman, V. 
Ridley, V. 
‘Sidmouth, V. 


Langford, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
‘Ludlow, L. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Read 34 (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
ito the Commons. 


‘House adjourned at ‘twenty 
minutes before Hight of the 
clock, till to-morrow, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 15th July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. [By Orper.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
““That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir LEWIS M‘IVER (Edinburgh, W.) 
said he was loth at any time to inflict 
his voice upon the House, chiefly because 
on any given subject there were always 
several members on either side of the 
House more competent, and certainly 
more willing, to talk than he was. And 
he was especially reluctant at that 
point, in a not too fruitful session, to 
divert precious public time to the con- 
sideration of a relatively minor matter. 
More than that, he was that day depart- 
ing from a practically invariable rule 
which he had imposed upon himself— 
namely, never to oppose the Second 
Reading of a private Bill. . He held, 


Carysfort, L. (£. Carysfort.) 
Chelmsford, L. 
Churchill, L. [Zedler.] 


Grey de Ruthyn, L. 


Kintore, L. (£. 
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Macnaghten, L. 

Manners, I.. 

Manners of Haddon, L. (M. 
Granby.) 

Moncktoa, L. (V. Galway.) 

Monk Bretton, L. 

Montagu of Beaulieu, L. 

Norton, 

Pirbright, L. 

Ponsonby,L.(#. Bessborough.) 

Raglan, L. 

Robertson, L. 

Rowton, L. 

Saltoun, L. 

Savile, L. 

Sherborne, L. 

Southampton, L. 

Tredegar, L. 

Windsor, L. 


Kintore.) 





in common with most members of the 
House, that unless the central principle 
of a private Bill was something flag- 
rant or monstrous, that Bill should be 
sent upstairs for examination by a 
competent tribunal and for investiga- 
tion by competent methods. But, despite 
his general unwillingness and despite 
the usual practice, he had found the 
course that he was taking on the present 
oceasion absolutely irresistible, because 
the Bill which he was opposing afforded 
so striking an illustration of a growing 
national danger, to which he had long 
desired to draw attention, that he was 
impressed with the feeling that such an 
opportunity might not soon recur; 
and, furthermore, he was opposing the 
Second Reading because in all parliamen- 
tary probability there would be no 
Committee stage to this Bill. He was 
opposing this Bill, not by reason of any 
special interest in Lowestoft, any personal 
connection with it, or any previous 
knowledge of Lowestoft or its neighbour- 
hood, but because he thought it was a 
Bill proposing a reckless and excessive 
municipal expenditure, out of all reason- 
able proportion to the resources of the 
borough, and without reasonable prospect 
of either profit or return ; because it 
was proposed that that expenditure 
should be made undergrosslyimprovident 
conditions ; thirdly, because it had been 
attempted to secure parliamentary sanc- 
tion for these proposals by the invasion 
of those safeguards which Parliament 
had {provided, and in defiance of the 
recorded wisdom of Parliament. And 
lastly, because such proposals as these 
were calculated to bring wise and 
legitimate municipal enterprise into dis- 
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eredit and disrepute, and to confirm 
and strengthen existing prejudice against 
legitimate municipal expansion. Before 
briefly placing before the House the 
facts upon which he based thse conten- 
tions, ne would ike to submit at once 


one of the strongest arguments in favour | 


of the rejection of the Bill at that stage— 


and that was, that it would not have the. 


advantage of investigation by a Com- 
mittee upstairs. He understood that all 
proposed opposition to this Bill in the 
Upper House was ruled out on the 
question of locus. As that was a techni- 
cal matter, he had no reason to doubt 
that any similar opposition in that 
House would share the same fate. 
And so there was no tribunal that would 
be in a position thoroughly to examine 
the facts and test the relative value of 
contending statements of fact. It was 


wide of the point to suggest, as might be | 


done, that the promoters would not 
oppose locus in this House. They did 
so in the other House, anyway ; and the 
suggestion, if it be made, came a little 
too late, when their tactics in the Upper 
House had compe!led an opposition on 
Second Reading there. And, besides, 
the matter was not wholly in their 
hands, for although the question of 
locus was dealt with by differently 
constituted bodies in the two Houses, 
there was no reason to believe that those 
bodies were guided by different princi- 
ples. He proposed to state the local 
facts as he had acquired them. He 
had d ne his best to satisfy himself that 
they were correct. Hon. Members in the 
House who represented the promoters’ 
case might question one or more of his 
facts. They might be right, or he might 
be; but was the House a competent 
tribunal to decide between them? There 
was no evidence on oath, there was no 
cross-examination by competent counsel, 
there was no production of official 
statistics. These and similar reasons 
formed the stock argument for sending 
the Bill upstairs ; but in this case there 
was no upstairs, and there would be no 
investigation. They could not say 
whether the finance of the proposal was 
sound or unsound. They could not 
form an opinion whether the scheme 
could possibly ever pay. They could not 
test the solvency of the contracting 
companies. They could not test the 


Sir Lewis M Tver. 


{COMMONS} 
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| solveney of the guarantors. And conse- 
| quently, since the House could have no 
authoritative information, and no tested. 
evidence on either the details or the 
essential points involved, the House 
must come to a decision upo general 
principles and upon the undisputed. 
facts. 

The following were the facts, none of 
which could, he thought, be substan- 
tially questioned. The Corporation of 
Lowestoft had brought in a Bill, which 
in its essence and central purpose was a 
Tramway Construction Bill. For this 
purpose it sought power to borrow 
£185,000. The population of Lowestoft 
was 29,000—let him say, 30,000---and. 
its rateable value £121,000. The existing. 
debt of the borough was £106,000. For 
shore defences against the inroads of the 
sea an expenditure was contemplated of 
at least £37,000. £23,000 was to be spent 
immediately upon electric lighting, and 
for further electric power an expenditure 
was contemplated of from £20,000 to 
£30,000. When to that was added the 
sum asked for in this Bill, the indebted- 
ness of Lowestoft a year hence would 
amount roughly to about £375,000— 
with a rateable value of £121,000. That 
was to say, some £12 10s. per head of the 
entire population and over three years 
of the gross rateable value of the borough. 
It was estimated that this debt would 
bring up the rates—exclusive of water 
rate—to lls. in the pound. And for 
what direct purpose was this huge sum 
to be raised? For an experiment in 
municipal trading? Nothing of the 
sort. It was in order to allow some 
unknown and irresponsible persons to- 
play with municipal money; and he 
thought when the House heard the terms 
of the agreement which was scheduled 
in this Bill, hon. Members would admit 





i that that was not an unfair description 


of the contemplated proceeding. With 
this £185,000 the Corporation was to 
construct the tramways, and to lease 
them to a company called the National 
Electric Traction Company, whose capital 
was not stated, and which at present had 
not got beyond registration, and con- 
sisted of the seven original signatories 
with a capital holding of £1 per head. 
The agreement further arranged that 
this company, which practically did’ not. 
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yet exist, was to hand over the business 
to another company which was not yet 
registered, and whose proposed capital 
was not even suggested, but which was 
described as ‘expressed to be incor- 
porated.” When that process was com- 
pleted, it proposed to take the name of 
the East Anglian Light Railways Com- 
pany; and the whole transaction was 
to be guaranteed by a third company, 
which had the splendid title of the Drake 
and Gorham Electric Power and Traction 
Pioneer Syndicate, Limited. And this 
loud-sounding syndicate had a nominal 
capital of £25,000. £17,500 paid up. 
£17,500 to guarantee £185,000 of the 
ratepayers’ money ! 

He might safely stop there and leave 
it to the House to say whether it was 
going to give its sanction to a proposal of 
this sort, which savoured more of comic 
opera than of practical business. The 
central proposition was so astounding 
that it seemed hardly worth while to go 
into minor criticism, and to discuss in 
this chamber those details proper to a 
committee room, as to the chances of the 
traffic in Lowestoft ever possibly paying 
interest and sinking fund on so huge a 
capital expenditure. But at that point 
he would draw the attention of the House 
to the fact that there was absolutely no 
evidence as to whether the estimate for 
the construction of the proposed tram- 
ways was a reasonable estimate, and 
whether it was in accordance with recent 
prices, with experience elsewhere. The 
House would be told, he understood, 
that it was now proposed at the eleventh 
hour, and only after notice of opposition 
on the Second Reading had been pub- 
lished, to reduce that estimate by a very 
large amount ; and, in order thereto, to 
limit and curtail the length of the tram- 
ways. He had nothing to do with that, 
and he submitted that the House had 
nothing to do with that. He was 
opposing the Bill, and the House was 
considering the Bill, and not the death- 
bed repentance of its promoters ; and, 
if those who supported the Bill ventured 
to adumbrate the suggestion, would not 
that very fact be a confession of the 
original iniquity ? They might possibly 
be told that this tramway proposal was | 
only part of a larger scheme, affecting | 
the surrounding neighbourhood, and 


{15 JuLy 1901} 


linking up existing and contemplated | 
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systems. If they were so told, would 
not that be a further confession of the 
inherent weakness of these proposals ? 
The proposal was a Lowestoft proposal ; 
the risks were the risks of the ratepayers 
of Lowestoft ; there was not a word about 
contributions from the surrounding 
neighbourhood which was to be bene- 
fited. The adjoining local bodies took 
no part init, but the Lowestoft ratepayer 
was to pull the chestnuts out of the fire 
to accommodate existing and proposed 
systems. The Bill which was proposed, 
the Bill which had passed through all its 
stages, sub silentio, in the Upper House, 
and the Bill which it was sought to rush 
in the same way through its stages in 
this House, was the matter they were 
dealing with ; and it must be obvious to 
hon. Members that this Bill ought never 
to have been a Bill at all. Parliament 
in its wisdom had provided for municipal 
proposals of that sort the relatively cheap 
and expeditious process of the Provisional 
Order. If this had been a sane and 
reasonable scheme, one characterised by 
legitimate finance, one calculated to 
redound to the profit of the ratepayers, 
who doubted but that that method would 
have been adopted ? But the promoters 
knew very well that the proposals would 
not stand the test of a local inquiry and 
departmental criticism. And so they 
adopted the more expensive method of 
proceeding by Bill ; and in order to give 
some colour to their unusual course, they 
wrapped up their central scheme in a 
collection of minor proposals, and tried 
to run it as an “ Omnibus Bill.” The 
great majority of these minor proposals 
could have been dealt with by Provisional 
Orders. But, apart from that fact, could 
any reasonable man question that the 
essence of this Bill was this extravagant 
and untested tramway proposal with its 
topsy-turvy finance? He could not 
withhold a recognition of the cleverness 
with which the promoters of the scheme 
had evaded the Committees upstairs and 
had dodged the supervision of the Local 
Government Board. It rested with the 
House to say whether that cleverness was 
to succeed. He put it to the House that 
the old theory, confirmed by more than 
one statute, that the ordinary indelited- 
ness of any local body should never exceed 
twice the amount of its rateable value, 
was in danger in this case, because the 
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proposals of this Bill and the other con- | 


templated expenditure would at one leap 
raise the indebtedness of Lowestoft to 
between three and four times its rateable 
value. He held that the intention of 
Parliament that such a scheme should 
have the benefit of local and depart- 
mental inquiry had in this case been 
evaded, and he submitted that the rate- 
payers had been deprived of the safe- 
guards which Parliament had deliberately 
provided for them. On the matter of 
ratepayers, he would ask the House what 
sort of a man was the ratepayer, espe- 
cially in small English provincial com- 
munities ? His experience of him was 


{COMMONS} 


that he was a very indifferent, happy-go- | 


lucky person, who accepted the formula, 
** pay, pay, pay ” as expressing one of the 
immutable laws of Nature. He was a 
ratepayer himself, and a very bad and 
careless one at that. But, in the larger 
communities there was always, happily, 
a number of public-spirited men who 
devoted themselves to the interests of 
their brother ratepayers. There was 
around them a larger democratic atmo- 
sphere ; there were upon them the pres- 
sure and the expression of a larger public 
opinion. Few would claim that that 
was always so in the smaller provincial 
communities. He doubted not that 
they would be told that Lowestoft was 
unanimously in favour of the scheme. 
Probably the House would be told 
that the regulation statutory meeting 
was held, and that the scheme was 
warmly and cordially approved. He 
would give the facts as they had been 
given to him by an eye-witness, pre- 
mising that in Lowestoft there were 
some 4,000 ratepayers. At the statutory 
meeting 108 persons were present. No 
steps were taken to see that they were 
all ratepayers. Fifty-one voted for 
the resolution, ten voted against it, 
forty-seven took no part, and that 
represented the enthusiastic local unani- 
mity in favour of the Bill. And he 
might mention, with regard to that 
meeting, that the agreement, which 
was of the essence of the Bill, was not 
then in existence, its actual date being 
nearly two months later; so that the 
enthusiastic meeting, where 1°2 per cent. 
of the ratepayers cordially supported the 
Bill, had not the most important and | 
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there was a point which was not in itself 
of very great importance, and which he 
felt bound to make. He had a petition 
against the Bill, given to him for pre- 
sentation to the House, signed by house- 
holders of Lowestoft. It was not a 
great matter—in the House they knew 
how petitions were got up. But they 
also had some knowledge of how such 
statutory meetings as the one he described 
were got up; and whether it was a 
packed meeting or an engineered peti- 
tion, to neither of which did he personally 
attach the least importance, but he might 
reasonably trump fifty-one votes at the 
meeting with the 458 signatures of the 
petition. With regard to the local facts 
and the Bill itself, there was only one 
other point he would make, and that 
yas that, so far as the Local Government 
Board—whose hands were very closely 
tied in such matters—could interfere, 
its report on the Bill objected to several 
of its important provisions. As_ he 
submitted to the House, the Bill, if passed, 
would impose an intolerable and irre- 
trievable burden upon the ratepayers of 
Lowestoft—the ratepayers of to-day and 


‘the ratepayers of to-morrow, and it 


would do so, not by expenditure upon 
schemes of assured or even probable 
profits, but on schemes without any 
guarantee that any rational man of 
business would accept, and it would do so 
not even professedly in the interests of 
the ratepayer, but in the possible interests 
of a private company, which did not even 
yet exist, and which was pledged to part 
with its rights to a second company, 
which was not even yet registered, and 
one or both of which was guaranteed by 
a third company with a paid-up capital 
of less than 10 per cent. of the municipal 
expenditure proposed. No business man 
would contemplate such an arrangement, 
and he might safely add that, were it 
submitted to the officials of any depart- 
ment concerned, or to a Committee of 
either of the Houses, it would be rejected 
with contumely. 


The main object he had in view, how- 
ever, in bringing this matter before the 
House was to draw attention once again 
to the appalling rapidity with which the 
indebtedness of our local and provincial 
bodies was growing, and to ask the 
House, by its action that day, to mark 


essential point beforeit. In that relation | the distinction which should exist 


Sir Lewis M‘Iver. 








405 


betwe 
for 1 
be shi 
posals 
hoped 
verse 
would 
aftern 
conte! 
the lo 
£270, 
penny 
a dea 
was a 
able s 
to yea 
largel 
of ex] 
taking 
remul 
remul 
which 
financ 
initiat 
like t! 
celve | 
posed 
It wo 
engine 
would 
comm 
the fii 
it wo 
siderat 
mittee 
Count 
Local 
somet] 
mittee 
Ventil 
the el 
the rat 
And | 
pathet 
expans 
analog 
rather 
such a 
more t 
avowec 
that 1 
trading 
identif 
If he 
he wou 
he was 
paragir 
munici 
@ quart 














404 


‘itself 
ch he 
tition 
* pre- 
ouse- 
ot a 
knew 
they 
such 
Tibed 
yas a 
peti- 
nally 
night 
t the 
f the 
facts 
- one 
that 
ment 
osel y 
‘fere, 
veral 
; he 
ssed, 
irre- 
rs of 
and 
d it 
upon 
able 
any 
1 of 
lo so 
ts of 
rests 
even 
part 
any, 
and 
1 by 
pital 
‘ipal 
man 
ent, 
e it 
art- 
» of 
eted 


iow" 
the 
yain 
the 
cial 
the 
ark 
xist 








405 Lowestoft Corporation 


between the treatment of proposals 
for municipal expenditure which could 
be shown to be profitable and those pro- 
posals which could not be so shown. He 


versed than he was in that question, 


afternoon. For himself, he would be 

content with reminding the House that 

the local debt of this country was to-day 
£270,000,000 of money, and that every 
penny of that sum which was wasted was 

a dead loss of national wealth. Here 

was a proposal to waste a very consider- 

ablesum. The national total from year 
to year was going up by leaps and bounds, 
largely, he was glad to think, on account 
of expenditure on remunerative under- 
takings. But expenditure which was 
remunerative in one place was not always 
remunerative in another. Schemes 
which were propounded upon a sound 
financial basis were too frequently 
initiated elsewhere on wild cat principles, 
like those he had just described. Con- 
ceive an analogous scheme like this pro- 
posed for London. In the first place, 
it would be examined by competent 
engineers, actuaries, and lawyers; it 
would be ground in the mill of a works 
committee ; it would be passed through 
the fine mash of a finance committee ; 
it would probably come under the con- 
sideration of a general purposes com- 
mittee ; it would be debated in the full 
County Council. The experts of the 
Local Government Board would have 
something to say; or, possibly, Com- 
mittees upstairs would have a voice. | 

Ventilation in the press, discussion in 
the electorate, would contribute, and 
the ratepayers might sleep well o’ nights. 
And he asked those who took a sym- | 
pathetic interest in sound municipal 
expansion, was there any conceivable 
analogy between the two cases? Or 
rather was it not the fact that proposals 
such as those before them that day did 
more to retard that expansion than any 
avowed and direct opposition? He hoped 
that those who favoured municipal 
trading would not make the mistake of 
identifying the two things. 

If he might be an egotist for a moment, 
he would like to be permitted to say that 
he was no opponent of what was dis- 
paragingly and often unfairly called 
municipal trading. On the contrary, 
4 quarter of a century ago, as the presi- 
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hoped that some hon. Members, more | 


would contribute to the debate that | 


into discredit 
Members that he was appealing to had 
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| dent of an important municipal council, 
he was conducting a series of large and 
novel ventures in municipal trading. 
For a dozen years he had been intimate 
with, and for half that time he had repre- 
sented in that House, a municipality 
which conducted several large and very 
profitable concerns coming under this 
head. But he had never had occasion 
to oppose or criticise these, or indeed do 
anything but assist them to the best of 
his power. And he would like to hear 
his colleague the Member for East Edin- 
burgh, whose acknowledged skill in 
municipal finance was acquired and 
ripened in dealing with these very con- 
cerns, give his frank opinion of this 
agreement. He ventured to say that, as 
treasurer of Edinburgh, the hon. Gentle- 
man would not have touched it with 
the end of a very long pole. Imagine, 
if they could, the London County Council 
proposing in one year to nearly treble 
its debt—and mainly for the purpose of 
benefiting a company which had no 
existence. That was the proposition 
before this House. That was the scheme 
which, unless this House interfered, 
would be sanctioned by Parliament 
practically sub silentio ; and that was a 
scheme which would have been brought 
to this triumphant conclusion by defying 
the pronounced wisdom of Parliament ; 
by technically evading safeguards which 
Parliament has provided for the protec- 
tion of ratepayers, and it was to prevent 
this that he appealed to the House. In 
the first place, to protect the ratepayers 
of Lowestoft from the bankruptcy into 
which, all unconsciously, they were 


being recklessly whirled ; in the second 


place, to assert the authority of Parlia- 
ment, and to vindicate the soundness otf 
its own recorded judgment ; and, in the 
third place, to stamp its disapproval of, 
and alarm at, the accelerated growth of 
municipal indebtedness for the sake of 
unfructuous schemes. Lastly, he ap- 
pealed to those Members of the House 
who took a genuine and _far-seeing 
interest in the due expansion of municipal 
enterprise, who were justly jealous for 
municipal fair fame, to oppose the scheme 
as a typical case of the methods which 
did so much to bring worthy and wise 
proposals for municipal undertakings 
and disrepute. Those 
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realised, to their sorrow, that there was 
enough and to spare of obstinate and 
even stupid prejudice against legitimate 
municipal expansion. He asked them, 


Lowestoft Corporation 


by their vote, not to encourage schemes 


like that, and so give colour and new 
strength to those prejudices. 


conviction of the.more recent converts 
to the hosts of the “ municipallers ”’— 


and not, by lumping together the wisdom | 


of the county council with the folly of 


Lowestoft, to give a fresh leverage tothe | 


party of reaction. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, 


formally seconded the motion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at -he 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Sir Lewis M‘Iver.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.”’ 


*CoLoneL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) 
said he desired first of all to call attention 
to the curious way in which the opposi- 
tion to the Bill had changed. Originally 
the hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire 
gave notice that he would oppose the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and shortly 
afterwards a similar notice was given 
by the hon. Member for West Edinburgh, 
when the opposition on the part of the 


hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire 
disappeared. This was no doubt due to 
the fact that the hon. Member was 


personally interested in the matter ; but, 
however that might be,it was a somewhat 
unusual course to adopt. He did not 
intend to occupy the time of the House at 
any length, because he strongly objected 
to public business of great importance 
being delayed by small provincial Bills ; 
therefore he proposed to deal with the 
matter in the shortest possible way. This 
Bill was not, as suggested by the hon. 
Member for West Edinburgh, a mere 
tramways Bill ; it was an omnibus Bill 
of the usual character, containing clauses 
giving many important powers to this 
borough, and if the House rejected this 


measure simply because they objected | 


to the tramway, the whole of those useful 
provisions would be lost and the borough 
put to great expense for no purpose. 


Sir Lewis M‘Iver. 
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He asked | 


them to have some regard to the growing | 


Mid) | 
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The tramway was necessary to Lowestoft, 
which had a coast line of three miles, 
and was without means of getting from 
one end to the other, and therefore hon, 
Gentlemen would see that a tramway 
would be of the greatest utility to the 
town. It was of the greatest importance 
that Lowestoft should be placed in com- 
munication with the neighbouring 
| villages, and he thought the evils upon 
which such stress had been laid by the 
hon. Member for West Edinburgh would 
be guarded against by the clause ‘ that 
unless within six months of the granting 
of the order all the capital is subscribed, 
and half paid up, the Corporation wilh 
not grant the lease to the company.” 
That seemed to be an absolute safeguard. 
Skeleton companies were often formed, 
and only extended when the Bill passed, 
and the Corporation itseif would be to: 
blame if it granted the lease on any other 
terms. The lease was to be for twenty- 
eight years, and if the Corporation looked 
after their affairs in a_ businesslike 
manner they would carry out this matter, 
not at the fearful loss that was prophesied 
by the hon. Baronet, but at a consider- 
able profit. With regard to the financial 
side of the question, he might say that the 
debt authorised up to now was £160,000; 
the amount asked by the Bill was 
£185,000, of which £45,000 was for 
street improvements and £140,000 for 
the tramway. The promoters of the 
Bill, however, were prepared to drop a 
certain portion of their outlying tram- 
ways, which were of not so much import- 
ance, which would make a_ reduction 
in the expense of some £50,000, which 
altered the figures considerably. And 
later on, if the trunk line shows a 
profit. if the Bill passed, they would 
go to the proper authority and ask leave 
to extend their system. The total 
amount required was £290,000, of which 
£145,000 was to be spent upon remunera- 
tive works, which left a debt to the 
borough of £153,000. With regard to 
the question of locus standi of opposition, 
he pointed out that although the hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire took, 
according to the newspaper reports, 4 
very active part at the town meeting 
which was called for the purpose of ex- 
pressing approval of the Bill, he had 
never demanded a poll, which he had a 


| perfect right to do. He did not lay any 
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tress upon that fact, because he was not 


thought if it had been desirable to de- 
mand a poll the hon. Gentleman 
yould have done so, though if he had he 
did not think it would have gone in the 
hon. Gentleman’s favour. The hon. 
Baronet had said there was no opposition 
to this Bill in another place; that was 
jightly inaccurate, there was opposition. 


*Sr LEWIS MIVER: I said there was 
opposition, but it was ruled out of order. 


CoLONEL LUCAS said that in the Com- 
mittee in another place the Chairman 
did give locus to the hon. Member for 
East Aberdeenshire, and when this Bill 
was passed, as he hoped it would be very 
shortly, the promoters were quite pre- 
pared to give the hon. Gentleman a 
locus stand? in any Committee formed 
to consider the matter, though that locus 
standi had never been asked for. The 
broad position was this, that the Corpora- 
tion had approved the Bill unanimously ; 
the ratepayers’ meeting had approved it 
ilmost unanimously, no poll being de- 
manded ; the Bill had passed its stages 
inanother place, the only objection made 
having been swept away almost con- 
temptuously, and he thought it was an 
abuse of the forms of the House that pre- 
tious time should be wasted by con- 
tinuing now to debate comparatively 
mall details. He asked the House to 
iollow the usual practice, to agree to the 
Second Reading, so that all the details 
could be threshed out before a Com- 
mittee upstairs. If any private or public 
grievance was proved, it could then be 
remedied, and, as no adequate reason 
had been given for departing from the 
almost invariable practice, he hoped 
the Second Reading would be carried by 
a large majority. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) contended 
that many of the objections raised by the 
hon. Baronet the Member for West Edin- 
burgh were purely speculative. Local 
authorities should as far as possible be 
allowed to manage their own affairs. 
Certain salutary and proper checks were 
already placed on the action of local autho- 
tities. In order to ascertain the public 
opinion, a statutory meeting had to be 
held before any Bill could be promoted 
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jin Parliament. The hon. Baronet had 


yell versed in these matters, but he | stated that there was only a very small 


attendance at the statutory meetinginthis. 
case, but as a rule, when a Bill met with 
public approval, such meetings were 
very thinly attended. A large meeting 
could be got only when a Bill was strongly 
opposed. Moreover, any one person at 
a statutory meeting could demand a poll,. 
and if there had been any real opposition 
to the Bill before the House, it was per- 
fectly certain that somebody would have 
taken that course. It was true that 
a requisition was said to be signed by 400 
persons, but he strongly suspected that 
the signatories were people interested in 
property rather than ordinary rate- 
payers, and such people invariably en- 
deavoured to prevent the progressive 
acts of progressive towns in the way of 
providing tramways, and so on. Great 
stress had been laid on the fact that 
municipal debt in this country had in- 
creased by leaps and bounds, but it was 
apparently forgotten that that increase 
had taken place with the consent of the 
ratepayers and the approval of the Local 
Government Board. Not only would the 
Local Government Board very quickly 
stop any excessive expenditure, but the 
Chairman of the unopposed Bills Com- 
mittee also was very strict on that points 
The House should bear in mind the fact 
that Lowestoft was a very progressive 
town. During the last thirty years the 
number of houses had increased from 
3,000 to 7,000; in the last twenty-five 
years the rateable value had gone up from 
£48,000 to £121,000—or £130,000 if the 
figures of the local Member were correct ;" 
and the population, which in 1871 was 
15,000, had risen until at the last census: 
it stood at 30,000. A town could not 
increase in that way without it being 
necessary to provide greater facilities for: 
the people, and one of the principal facili- 
ties required was that afforded by tram- 
ways. As to the allegation that a com- 
pany was to take up the work, he thought 
a corporation should be allowed a certain: 
amount of liberty as to the manner in 
which they would work these under- 
takings. Many people were not willing 
to take the risk involved in the starting 
of such schemes, preferring to entrust 
their powers for a time to a company 
experienced in such work. He there-- 
fore trusted that no obstacle would be: 
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placed in the way of Lowestoft achieving | Bill, he could quite understand the 


its object. 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) said he understood the neighbourhood 
concerned in this Bill, and anything 
which benefited Lowestoft, would be a 
pleasure and a pecuniary interest to him. 


He therefore would not oppose anything , 


which would benefit that town, but he 
happened to know how these things were 
worked. This Bill had been promoted 
in the interests, not of the town of Low- 
estoft, but of people other than the rate- 
payers. After careful study of the 
cost involved in similar schemes in towns 
of equal size, he could not understand 
how this immense sum of £185,000 could 
be spent. The tramway, if built, would, 
he was convinced, be worked at a loss. 
During a period of seven and a half hours, 
at the busiest part of the day, only 290 
vehicles and 1,072 passengers passed the 
post office, in the centre of the town, 
on an occasion when he had them 
counted, and taking those figures as a 
basis, he calculated that there would be 
a loss of thirty-three per cent. on the 
cost of working, without taking into 
account the capital outlay. The rate- 
payers did not really understand the 
question. At the town meeting gnly 
103 persons were present, of whom no 
more than fifty voted in favour of the 
Bill, while the opposition on the council 
was crushed out by having an afternoon 
meeting. The petition against the Bill 
was signed by 450 persons, mostly 
ratepayers, a number many times greater 
than the number who voted for the 
measure. The Bill was not one that 
should receive the support of the House, 
and he trusted it would be thrown out. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) sup- 
posed the hon. Member who had just 
spoken would not take part in the divi- 
sion, as he had stated that he had great 
material interest in the success of the 
Bill. 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE: No; I stated 
that I had great pecuniary interest in 
the prosperity of the town of Lowestoft. 


Mr. BROADHURST (continuing) said | 
that if the petition against the Bill! by the high tides. 


signatures being so numerous. Ag 
protest against the systematic canvassing 
and lobbying which went on against this 
Bill, he trusted that the House would 
pass the Second Reading. He was not 
interested in some large undeveloped 
property which was likely to come into 
the market, like the hon. Member Oppo- 
site. He had known Lowestoft for 
forty years, and he knew that the pro- 
moters of this Bill were amongst the 
most capable municipal men in this 
country. They were men who had 
served the corporation and the rate 
payers all their lives, and it had been 
owing to their efforts that the success of 
the town had been built up and de 
veloped. Surely that was some guaran- 
tee that by this Bill they would be able 
to develop the town still further in the 
future. They all knew how desirable 
it was to have a tramway in the town, 
from north to south. The Lowestoft 
Corporation were also asking for power 
in this Bill to protect the town from 
the inroads of the sea. Lowestoft was 
subject to the encroaches of the sea at 
every high tide, and almost every winter 
the ratepayers were put to enormous 
cost baling out the incoming sea. The 
corporation wanted power to build up 
walls to fence off the sea and reclaim 
the land. Those who knew the require 
ments of the town, and the class of men 
who were at the head of affairs there, 
would not allow themselves to be cajoled 
by those who had organised this oppo- 
sition to the Bill. The best evidence 
of the weakness of the opposition to 
this Bill was to be found in the facet 
that they had had to go to Scotland 


to obtain a Member to oppose the 
Second Reading. The hon. Member 


for West Edinburgh had been led into 
a trap, and he was sure he could not 
have seen where he was going when he 
consented to oppose a Bill the merits of 
which he could not have any personal 
knowledge of. He trusted the House 
would give this measure a Second Read- 
ing, and not refuse an inquiry by the 
Committee into this question. Par 
liamentary powers were necessary to 
prevent the town being annually injured 
Whatever there was 


had been pushed as persistently as had| wrong or amiss in the Bill they could 


Mr. Goddard. 


the canvassing in the lobby against the | rely upon the Committee rectifying it. 
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Taz SECRETARY to THe LOCAL | BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. 
gOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GRANT | CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
jawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I have ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


jot risen to continue the discussion upon DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, 


the merits of the Bill. I think the debate veer ETC.) BILL. , 
yhich has already taken place must have GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL 


roved that this is not the tribunal where LANCASHIRE AND Sng RAIL- 
these matters ought to be settled. I can Ww oe (VARIOUS POV ERS) BILL. 
jsure the hon. Member for East Aber- Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
jenshire, and other hon. Members who agreed to. 

jave opposed this Bill, that they will have oa, . , 
,chance of being heard before the Com- eae ee. en 
nittee. Even if their right to be heard wHapeeeR ind [Lords]. > 
sas contested, there was such a thing ~ Read the third time, and passed, with: 
33a motion in this House to the effect Amendments. 

tht hon. Members should be heard 
iefore the Committee. Therefore hon. | 
Members who are opposing this Bill may | ENarkgth 
ret assured that ‘ane vill have an| . Read the third time, and passed, with 
opportunity of being heard before the, Amendments. 

Committee. I do not blame them for | RE PTe nen eee s 
bringing this matter forward, because | WISBECH W Anes BILL [Lords]. 

the question of the continually increasing As amended, considered ; to be read 
ial indebtedness is a very serious matter. | the third time. 

Imake an appeal to my hon. friend the 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [Lords].. 
(By Orper.) 


ae yg EN gs a GLASGOW CORPORATION  (POLICE} 
Member for West Edinburgh not to put PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA. 
the House to the trouble of a division | TION BILL [Lords]. 


upon this motion. I think we are all) (UypgR que Private Lecistation Procepure: 


agreed that these matters should be (Scortanp) Act, 1899.] 
inquired into, and the best tribunal to} Bead a second time ; to be considered: 
decide them is the Committee upstairs. | ty morrow. 

Sk LEWIS MIVER: After the MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
assurance which’ has just been given| That they have agreed to :— 

[beg leave to withdraw my motion. | Tottenham and Hampstead June-- 

| tion Railway Bill ; 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. ay Yorkshire Electric Power Bil’; 
Caledonian Railway Bill: with: 

Main Question put, and agreed to. | Amendments. 








That they have agreed to Amend: 
ments to :— 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill 


Bill read a second time, and committed. | 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


| [Lords] ; 
Ordered, That the Chairman of Ways | South Western and Isle of Wight 
and Means be discharged from attendance | Junction Railway Bill [Lords]:- 


on the Committees on the Dover Cor-| without amendment. 

poration Bill [Lords]; the Portmadoc,| That they have passed a Bill, intituled,. 
Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway | “An Act for conferring further powers 
Bill [Lords]; the Albion Steam Coal} on the City and Brixton Railway Com- 
lompany Bill [Lords]; the Worcester} pany.’ City and Brixton Railway Bill 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; the Elland Gas | [Lords]. 

Bill [Lords] ; the Freshwater, Yarmouth, | 

aud Newport Railway Bill [Lords]; and| CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILI.. 
the Leeds Churches Bill [Lords] ; and that | (Lords). 

Mr. Arthur Frederick Jeffreys be ap-| Read the first time; and referred to- 
pinted Chairman of the Committees on| the Examiners of Petitions for Private - 
the said Bills (Mr. Caldwell.) .. —_—_‘| Bills. 
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PETITIONS. CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 

A, (IRELAND). 
-AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED| _ Copy presented, of Criminal and 


DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 

RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 

Petition from Stormont and Strath- 
‘more, in favour of re-enactment ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
LL. 
“Petition from Leith, in favour ; to lie 
‘upon the Table. 
-EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 


LL. 


Petition from Blackpool, in favour ; 
.o lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Foveran, in favour ; to | 


-lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


.FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (LEAD 
COMPOUNDS IN POTTERY). 


Copy presented, of Report to the 


ETC. 


| 
| 


| Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the 


| year 1900. Part II. Civil Statistics [by 


| Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


| PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY LAWS) 


(IRELAND). 
Return presented, 
i[ordered 20th June ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


relative thereto 
Mr. O'Mara); 


| GROCERS AND OFF-LICENCES, ETC. 
| (BELFAST). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 20th June; Mr. Field]; to lie 
| upon the Table. 
| EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS 
ESTIMATES 1901-2). 
Copy presented, of Explanatory Memo. 
'randum by the Secretary of State for 
| India [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


AND 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
| Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
| Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 2656 to 2658 [by Command]; to lie 
ment on the Work of the Government | upon the Table. 

Laboratory on the Question of the Em- | 
ployment of Lead Compounds in Pottery, | 
by Professor D. E. Thorpe, C.B., LL.D., | 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 





F.R.S., Principal of the Government 
Laboratory [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the Astro- 
nomer Royal to the Board of Visitors 
of the Royal Observatory, Greenwich 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (VICE ADMIRALTY COURTS). 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 15th June, 1901, authorising certain 
Amendments in the Table of Fees estab- 
lished for the Vice Admiralty Court of 
New South Wales [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Tenth Report of 
‘the Board, being for the period from 1st 
April, 1899 to 31st March, 1901 [by 
‘Command]; to lie upon the Table. 





Ernest Gardner, esquire, for the 
County of Berks (Eastern or Woking- 
ham Division). 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—VLAKFONTEIN 
—MURDER OF BRITISH WOUNDED. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 

ask the Secretary of State for War 

whether Lord Kitchener has addressed 
any communication to the general in 
command of the Boer forces at Vlakfon- 
tein, or to Generals De Wet or Louis 

Botha, in reference to the alleged killing 

of British wounded at the battle of 

| Vlakfontein, and, if he has, on what date 
that communication was made ; whether 

Lord Kitchener has received any reply; 

and whether any correspondence which 

has passed between Lord Kitchener and 
the Boer generals on this subject will be 
laid upon the Table. 
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4l7 Questions. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE For; 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Lord Kitchener telegraphs as | 
follows— 

“T have made no communication with | 
Boer leaders on shooting at Vlakfontein, as 
it is very unlikely to have any effect; even if | 
Boer leaders disapprove of atrocities, they have 
no control over their men.”’ 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Since the receipt of the above telegram, 
I have received to-day the following 
telegram— 

“Tam sending sworn depositions of Boers 
shooting our wounded to De'arey.” 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
{ beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will extend his inquiry 
as to the alleged shooting of British 
wounded by the Boers at Vlakfontein 
by taking the evidence of officers and 
men who were present, and are not 
amongst those who have already made 
statements in confirmation of the allega- 
tion. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The matter rests 
with Lord Kitchener, who may be relied 
upon to take all evidence that may be 
necessary and proper. 


GENERAL DIXON’S DESPATCH. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will inquire by telegram from Lord 
Kitchener as to the truth of the state- 
ment that on the night after the battle 
of Vlakfontein the British troops retired, 
leaving their hospital and all their 
wounded in the hands of the Boers. 
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ALLEGED SUPPRESSION OF 
WAR NEWS. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 


'I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War if he can inform the House why 
information of the murder of British 
wounded at Vlakfontein was withheld 
by the War Office from 11th June to 


‘11th July. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The very brief 
telegram in regard to Lieutenant Hern’s 
statement was advisedly withheld until 
further testimony in support was re- 
ceived from Lord Kitchener and the 
inquiry asked for had been made. 


Mason RASCH : Could not the righc 
hon. Gentleman have obtained the in- 
formation by cable ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir; but the 
inquiry could not be held by cable. As 
soon as the results were cabled to us by 
Lord Kitchener we made them public. 


CENSORSHIP RULES. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegak 

S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, in view of the fact that military 
censors are not in any way responsible 
for the accuracy of the facts alleged in 
telegrams passed by them, their duty 
being limited to the prevention of the 
publication of statements or intelligence 
which may assist the enemy, whether 
their duties will be subject to modifica- 
tion in the light of recent occurrences. 
I beg also to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state what. if 


/any, are the rules regulating the exercise 


Mr. BRODRICK: In_ reply 


telegram requesting Lord Kitchener to 


forward a full report of this action, and | 
referring to the statement m:de in the) 


question, Lord Kitchener telegraphs as 
follows— 


“Copy of General Dixon’s despatch on 
action at Vlakfontein has been forwarded to 
the War Office. The rear guard was surprised | 
under cover of veldt fire, and vigorously | 
attacked. When it was reinforced from main | 
body enemy were driven off, and our troops | 
remained on ground. No doubt for a short | 


time, when rear guard were being attacked and | 
driven back cn main body, wounded men were | 
on ground occupied by enemy, but the hospital | 
‘is not usually with rear guard, and I have never | 
heard that it was in enemy’s hands.” 


to a! 


of the military pres: censorship in South 


Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The duties of cen- 
sors are regulated by the general officers 
commanding in the field, and the instrue- 
tions issued to them are necessarily 
varied in accordance with the military 
exigencies of the moment. I am _ not 
aware of the instructions now in force 
in South Africa. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the 
censorship regulations referred to by 
| General Maxwell in his proclamation of 
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14th March, 1901, have been published 
in the Pretoria Government Gazette, and 
whether he will lay them upon the Table. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: These regulations 
have not been published in the Pretoria 
Gazette. I will ask for them. 


EXECUTION OF BOER PRISONERS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


for War whether the leading residents at 
Dordrecht, in the Middelburg district, 
were ordered to attend the execution of a 
prisoner in that place on Tuesday ; and, 
if so, whether he can state the reason 
for this proceeding. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have no informa- 
tion on the matter alluded to. I will, 
however, address an inquiry to Lord 
Kitchener on it. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 


repeat the question this day week. 


ALLEGED MURDERS BY KAFFIRS ON 
THE ZULU FRONTIER. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can 
give the House any information as to the 
alleged murder of Jacobus More, his wife, 
and five children, by Kaftirs, near Maga- 
tor, on the borders of Zululand. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I telegraphed to 
Lord Kitchener for information, who 
replies that he has made inquiries, but 
that nothing is known of the alleged 
murder. 


RETURNS OF BOER LOSSES. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he can furnish the House every Tues- 
day with a list of the enemy in South 
Africa captured, wounded. or killed 
during the preceding week, and whether 
such a Return can be published regularly 
and systematically. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): A return 


is telegraphed weekly by Lord Kitchener, 
is at once published, and copies are 
always sent to the House of Commons. 
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| PRETORIA FATALITY—PRIVATE 
C. M‘GILL, 2np COLDSTREAM GUARDS, 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can explain why the death of Private 
C. M‘Gill, 2nd Coldstream Guards, who 
was stated in a British casualty list 
published last September to have been 
accidentally shot at Pretoria on 5th May, 
was not reported till four months after 
the occurrence ; were the circumstances 
of M‘Gill’s death investigated by court- 
martial; and can he state by whose 
hand M‘Gill met his death. 


Lorp STANLEY rose to reply. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Perhaps 
the Secretary of State will reply himself. 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir ; I will reply. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No, Sir; | 
will not have it. I rise to order, Sir. In 
a matter affecting the policy of the 
Government, | submit wiih great respect 
that the Cabinet Minister responsible 
should answer. The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office is not responsible ; he 
is merely a pendant of the office. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no compul- 
sion in the matter. It is a very common 
practice for one Minister to request 
another to answer for him, either because 
he has more cognisance of the facts, or 
for some other reason. If the hon. 
Member objects to the practice, he can 
protest on the Vote for the salary of the 
Minister. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 


that in great form. 


I shall do 


Lorp STANLEY: [ am very glad the 
hon. Member has given me an_ oppor- 
tunity of stating the true facts of this case. 
Private M‘Gill died on the 5th June, 
and on the 6th June the officer com- 
manding his company communicated 
‘the occurrence to Mrs. M‘Gill. Further, 
when the confirmation of the death 
reached the War Office by post, it was 
at once notified to Mrs. M‘Gill on the 
27th July. No court-martial was held, 
as it was unnecessary, but from the 
usual court of inquiry it was elicited that 
| M‘Gill accidentally shot himself with a 
_ revolver which he found when searching 
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for arms in a house in Pretoria; the | 
only witness who saw the act was a 
private soldier. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: If the man 
accidentally shot himself—if he com- | 
mitted suicide—why was it reported that | 
he was accidentally shot ? | 






[No answer was returned. ] 


| 


AUDIT OF MILITARY ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether any part of the audit 
of accounts of the military expenditure 
in South Africa is done locally ; and, if so, 
can he say to what accounts this local 
audit extends. 


LorpD STANLEY: Yes, Sir. The Pay 
Department in South Africa, as else- 
where, is responsible for the audit of all 
cash accounts, a certain proportion being 
subject to a test audit at the War Office 
with a view of securing that the local 
audit has been properly performed. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Is it 
the intention of the Government—or 
rather is it its practice at the present 
moment—to decentralise the audit, and 
not to bring the accounts home from 
Natal to the War Office for audit 2? 


Lorp STANLEY: That question is 
under consideration. I must ask for 
notice. 


OFFICERS OF MILITIA BATTALIONS. 





Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that some of the | 
Militia battalions which have now been | 
serving for nearly eighteen months in | 
South Africa are now under-officered, | 
owing chiefly to transfers to the Line, | 
and what steps he proposes to take to 
bring these regiments up to a full state | 
of efficiency. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
that these battalions are short of officers, 
but I will inquire. 


MILITARY MAN(CEU VRES—EXTRAORDI- 
NARY TRAFFIC ON MAIN ROADS. 


Lord EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 





(Wiltshire, Cricklade) : I beg to ask the 
VOL. XCVII. 
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Secretary of State for War if he can state 
how soon any communication will reach 
the county councils of Wiltshire and 
Hampshire as to compensation which 
will be paid for damage caused by 
extraordinary traffic to the main roads 
of those counties by the military traffic 
consequent on the purchase of parts of 
Salisbury Plain. 

Lorp STANLEY : The matter is being 
dealt with by .the Treasury, who ad- 
dressed communications to each of the 
county councils on the 11th instant. 


Questions. 


TREATMENT OF INSANE SOLDIERS AT 
ALDERSHOT. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


‘ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether his attention has been directed 
to the inquiry last September concerning 
the death of a soldier at Aldershot, who, 
when insane, was treated as an ordinary 
prisoner, and to the remarks of the 
coroner that he had not received assist- 
ance from the military authorities in his 
investigation ; that difficulties had been 
thrown in the way of obtaining the 
necessary documentary evidence, and 
that the accounts of the occurrence given 
to the police of the man’s death had been 
misleading ; and whether the War Office 
authorities have any explanation to make, 
or have made any effort to discover the 
persons responsible for this occurrence. 


Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
been directed to this matter. The 
lunatic was treated in the prisoners’ 
ward of the hospital; this ward, as 
perhaps the hon. Member is unaware, 
differs only from an ordinary ward in 
that it has bars on the windows and a 
guard-room close by. The other state- 
ments appear to be unfounded, and no 
complaints have been received from the 
coroner. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: But did not 


‘the coroner state that the military 
|authorities had obstructed him in his 
inquiry ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


ARMY PENSIONS—CASE OF STEPHEN 
CRONDRON. 


Mr. SWIFT MscNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 


Q 
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his attention has been directed to the 
case of Stephen Crondron, who served in 
the Crimea, North America, and India, 
and was after a service of thirteen years 
and five months invalided on a pension 
of 9d. per day, having received an 
excellent character and three conduct 
badges ; whether he is aware that Cron- 
dron, being unable since 1887 from ill- 
health to follow his trade as a baker, has 
for the last fourteen years subsisted on 
this allowance, and that repeated appli- 
cations on his behalf, with certificates of | 
his suffering from heart disease and 
paralysis, for relief from military funds, 


Questions. 


have been unsuccessfully made on his 
behalf ; and whether, under the circum- | 


stances, an increase of pension will be 
granted to this man. 


©’ Lorp STANLEY: This man was dis- | 
charged for disability not clearly attri- | 
butable to military service, and was | 
awarded a pension of 9d. a day, the 
highest amount admissible for him 
under the regulations. His case has been 
carefully considered on several occasions | 
by the Chelsea Commissioners, who are | 
unable to increase the grant. 


TRANSVAAL REVENUES. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for the Colonies, having regard | 


to the fact that Mr. Charles Leonard, | 
before the Select Committee on British | 


South Africa, stated that the Transvaal | 
annual revenue was £150,000 before the | 


gold discoveries and between £4,000,000 | 


and £5,000,000 in 1896, nearly the whole 
of the burden of such taxation falling 
upon the gold industry, whereas Sir 
David Barbour in his Report suggested 
the levying of an annual taxation of 


about £500,000 on the gold mining com- | 
panies, and the release of these companies | 
to an amount of £600,000 per annum 
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state in detail at present how the cost of 
the Transvaal Administration will be 
met, but I would point out to the hon, 
Member that Sir David Barbour esti. 
mates the revenue at £3,467,000, inde. 
pendently of the produce of the proposed 
tax on the net profits of the gold mines, 


| Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: On what 
page ? I cannot find it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Report 
is a very short one, and the hon. Member 
| will have no difficulty in finding it ; but 
| I will show it to him after questions are 
over if he wishes it. 





| JAMESON RAID—POSITION OF CHAR. 

TERED COMPANY. 

| Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to 

| ask the Secretary of State for the C olonies 

| whether the Chartered Company have 
| given notice of, and are pressing for, or 


| 
| 


_have renounced a claim against the 
| British Government, in view of the 


|statement of Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer in the House on 13th December, 
1900, that for every pound fairly due in 
‘consequence of the Jameson raid from 
the Chartered Company to the late 
Transvaal Government, at least £5 is pro- 
bably due to the company from the late 
Transvaal Government in consequence 
| of the war entered into by that Govern- 
/ ment against this country. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No claim 
has been presented. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: 


| prospect of any claim ? 


Is there a 


| [No answer was returned. } 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY’S 
ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 


through the cancelling of the dynamite | the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
monopoly, whether he can state how it ‘i in view of the fact that the British South 


£2,832,000, | 


is proposed to raise the 


| Africa Company has delayed in forward- 


the total yearly cost of the Transvaal | ing to the Colonial Office their yearly 


Administration, as estimated by 


David Barbour. 


' Tor SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 


Sir | accounts and estimates, 
| senting their annual accounts at their 


mingham, W.): I am not prepared to | taking ; and whether he has received 


and in_ pre- 
annual meeting of shareholders, will he 
state what is the penalty for such delay, 
}and what action, if any, he purposes 
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any communication to the effect that 
the remainder of the financial statement 
of revenue and expenditure to 31st 
March, 1899, and the whole statement 
to the 31st March, 1900, will be in the 
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the Admiralty whether he is aware 
that on the 9th November last a list of 
promotions for services in China was pub- 
lished by the Admiralty, and that while 
all the naval officers on that list were 


hands of Members previous to the} thereupon immediately promoted, the 


10th August. 
| 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) The | 
Charter does not provide a_ specific | 
penalty for failure to comply with | 
Clause 17, under which accounts and | 
estimates are required to be furnished. | 
(2) The financial statement of revenue 
and expenditure in Southern Rhodesia 
for the year ending 3lst March, 1900, | 
should, I am informed, be received in| 


the course of the next two weeks, having | 


already appeared in the Southern Rhodesia 
Gazette. I am in communication with 
the company with regard to the re- 
maining accounts of administrative 
revenue and expenditure. | 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: What was | 
the result of the inquiries made in March 


last in regard to these accounts ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That the 
financial statement will be received in 
the course of the next two weeks. 


LABOUR IN THE JOHANNESBURG 
GOLD MINES. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he can furnish the House every week 
with a return showing the amount of 
white and black labour employed in 
the gold mines of Johannesburg during 
the preceding week, the number of 
stamps dropped, and the amount of 
gold won, and whether such a return 
can be published regularly and system- 
atically. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think it is desirable for the Government 
to make itself responsible for publishing | 
such a weekly return. It may, I think, | 
be left to the mining companies to make 
public their returns in what may seem 
to them the best way. 


| 


NAVAL PROMOTIONS FOR SERVICE IN | 
C \g , | 


Marine officers on that list remain now in 
precisely the same position as if no such 
announcement had ever been made; 
and will he state how, or what depart- 
ment, is responsible for delaying for 
seven months rewards conferred by the 
Admiralty on these Marine officers for 
distinguished service in the field. 


THe SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTeER, Belfast, 
W.) : Iam informed that the War Office, 
with whom the decision in this matter 
lies, has decided that these officers will 
receive their brevet promotion dated 
29th November last. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS ON 


HOSPITAL SHIPS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if a Roman Catholic chaplain will be on 
board the hospital ship to be attached to 
the Mediterranean Fleet. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
proposed at present to appoint any 
chaplains to the “ Maine,” which will 
be used principally for the purpose of 
taking convalescent fever and other 
patients to sea for change of air. A 
Roman Catholic chaplain has, however, 
been appointed for service afloat in the 
Mediterranean Fleet, and is at present 
with the admiral at Rapallo. It is 
intended to make a permanent appoint- 
ment of this nature, and the services of a 
chaplain will therefore be available and 
will be utilised on board the “ Maine ” 


| or other hospital ship in the event of war. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is not 
the hon. Gentleman aware that the 


late First Lord of the Admiralty (Lord 


|Goschen), replying to a deputation of 
| Irish Members on this subject, said there 


should be a Catholic chaplain on every 
hospital ship ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My re- 


*Sr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar-| collection is that -his words were that 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to | the matter should receive favourable 


Q 2 
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consideration. We have come to the 
conclusion that the most favourable 
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| in the Navy are not worked by electricity» 
but by hydraulie power. The question 


way of dealing with the question is that | of substituting electrical machinery for 
indicated in my answer, and that the|the purpose has been carefully con- 
services of a Catholic chaplain would be | sidered, but up to the present time the 


of greater value if attached to the Fleet 
at the discretion of the Commander- 
in-Chief than if merely appointed to a 
special ship. 


AMMUNITION FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the deficiency in ammunition 
affecting the Army affected the store of 
ammunition manufactured for the Navy, 
and whether such manufacture at any 
period during the Boer war has actually 
ceased, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER®: There has 
at no time been any deficiency in the 
ammunition for the Navy. For a short 
period during the war the ordinary naval 
orders were suspended in order to give 
the full benefit of the output to the Army, 
but the shortage was promptly made up, 
and at no time were the stocks allowed 
to become depleted. 


MEDIT"RRANEAN FLEET— 
DESTROYERS. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he can state when the destroyers required 
for the reinforcement of the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet will leave England. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
proposed to despatch any additional 


destroyers to the Mediterranean until 
after the manceuvres which have now 
commenced. 


ELECTRICAL MACHINERY ON H.M. 
SHIPS. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 


the gun turrets of His Majesty’s battle- | 


ships are worked by electricity ; and, if 
not, whether His Majesty’s Government 
will consider the advisability of installing 
the necessary electric machinery for this 
purpose as speedily as possible. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: 


The 


turrets and barbettes of the heavy guns | 


hydraulic machinery has been preferred 
'and has given excellent results. 
| tricity is in use for working portions of the 
| gun machinery on board the “ Renown,” 
|‘ Barfleur,” and “ Centurion,” 
be largely applied for similar purposes in 


Elec- 


and will 


ships now under construction. It is 
also proposed to furnish _ electrical 
machinery to the turrets, turn tables, 
and shields of a number of cruisers now 
under construction or approaching com- 
pletion. The experience gained from 
these installations will furnish a valuable 
guide as to whether the use of electricity 
ean be with advantage extended in the 
future. 


SCINDE, PUNJAB, AND DELHI 
RAILWAY. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he is aware that there has been a 
sum of nearly £10,000 lying without 
interest at the Bank of England to the 
eredit of the Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi 
Railway for nearly twenty years ; that 
in 1886 this undertaking was vested in 
the Government of India; and that 
Section 54 of the Act provided for the 
eventual dissolution of the company; 
is he aware that this clause has been 
virtually inoperative, the company, 
though still in existence, being without 
direction, the last surviving director 
having died last year; and seeing that 
this deposit represents various sums 
distributable, under Section 53 of the 
Act, between the stockholders of the com- 
pany, to parties who cannot be traced, 
will he introduce a Bill providing for the 


| final dissolution of the railway company. 


and authorising the bank to pay the 
money to the Secretary of State, subject, 
within a clearly defined period, to the 
presentation of any cheques now in 
existence signed by the late directors of 
the company. 


| ‘Tum SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| INDIA (Lord G. Hammron, Middlesex, 


| Ealing): The Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi 
| Railway was purchased at the beginning 





429 


of ] 
out: 
unc 
whi 
red 
stan 
com 
asse 
wou 
gual 
for t 
cons 
mon 
mun 


IN] 


SI 
GRE 
ask 
whet 
ment 
to gr. 
purp 
Grea 
pensa 
that 
unive 
and, 
educa 
adeqt 
there. 
found 
specia 
candi 
Great 
Euro] 


Lor 
ment 
to gra 
schola 
sity ¢ 
The p 
India | 
the G 
are dc 
it. I 
gestio1 
to the 
ships f 
to pul 
but I ¢ 


more 1 


Sir 
YREE 
founda 








428 


city? 
tion 

for 
con- 
the 
rred 
lec- 
the 


will 
s in 
t is 
ical 
les, 
OW 
ym- 
‘om 
ible 
‘ity 
the 


e): 
for 
na 
ut 
the 
Thi 
iat 

in 
iat 
the 


OR 
2X, 


lhi 











Questions, 430 





429 Questions, {15 Juty 1901} 


of 1886. In March, 1889, the amounts | noble Lord will instruct the Government 
outstanding on account of surplus profits, | of India to remove the restriction as 
unclaimed dividends, ete., were £133,596, | regards joining the universities of Oxford 
which by December, 1894, had been | or Cambridge in the case of candidates 
reduced to £9,741. The sum now out- | desiring to pursue technical studies 

standing is stated to be £9,728. The 





company was an English one, and the 
assets have always been in England. It | 
would be apparently for the Treasury, as 
guardian of the Imperial revenues, not 
for the Secretary of State in Council, to) 


consider the question of transferring the | 


money to the Crown, and I will com- 
municate with them on the matter. 


INDIAN UNIVERSITY GRADUATES. 
Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.) : 
ask the Secretary of State for India 


whether he can state how many Govern- | 
ment scholarships are awarded annually | 


to graduates of Indian universities for the 
purpose of pursuing their studies in 
Great Britain; whether it is an indis- 
pensable condition of these scholarships 


that those holding them should join the | 


universities of Oxford or Cambridge ; 


and, considering the need of technical | 
education in India and the absence of | 


adequate means for such instruction 
there. he will consider the advisability of 


founding additional scholarships for the | 
selected | 
candidates to pursue technical studies in | 


special of enabling 


purpose 


Great Britain or other countries of 


Europe. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Two Govern- 
ment scholarships are awarded annually 
to graduates of Indian universities. The 


scholars are required to join the univer- | 


sity of Oxford or that of Cambridge. 
The provision of technical instruction in 
India is a matter of great importance, and 
the Government of India have done and 
are doing much to develop and improve 
it. I will call their attention to the sug- 


gestion of my hon. friend with regard | 
to the foundation of additional scholar- | 


ships for enabling the selected candidates 
to pursue technical studies in Europe ; 


but I cannot at present promise anything | 


more than this. 


Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: May I ask whether, pending the 





I beg to) 


foundation of additional scholarships, the | 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : I must ask for 
notice. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
'I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
|chequer can he now state whether the 
| balance sheet of the Post Office Savings 
| Bank made up to 3lst December, 1900, 
| showed an access of assets over liabilities 
or an excess of liabilities over assets, 
and what such excess was; can he 
further state at what date in each year 
the making up of the balance sheet up 
to the end of the preceding year is usually 
/completed, and whether there is any 
objection to laying it upon the Table of 
the House immediately after its com- 
pletion; and can he state when this 
balance sheet made up to 31st December, 
1900, will be presented to the House. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
/CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
| W.): The balance sheet of the Post Office 
| Savings Bank made up to 31st December, 
1900, shows an excess of liabilities over 
assets amounting to £2,040,594 on the 
price of the securities at the market value 
of the day. The yearly balance sheet 
is usually completed during the month 
of July in the following year; and is 
published as an appendix to the Report 
of His Majesty’s Postmaster General 
which is presented to both Houses of 
Parliament. The Postmaster General's 
| Report now in course of preparation, 
'which will contain the balance sheet for 
ithe year ended 31st December, 1900, 
will be presented during the present 
'session of Parliament. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
‘beg to ask the Secretary to the 
| Treasury, as representing the Post- 
| master General, if he will state the entire 
'amount paid over to the Exchequer as 
| profit on the working of the Post Office 
| Savings Bank since the establishment 
| of that institution in 1861, and also the 
}amounts voted by Parliament to meet 
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any deficiency in the working 


{COMMONS} 


will he { fixed on the results of the analysis of a 
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give the amount charged sonia the | large number of samples, as being no 
cost of management for the purchase of | more than sufficient for the due protec- 


land, for cost of new buildings, and for | tion of the Revenue. 
postage respectively ; and can he state | final ; 


It is not necessarily 
but, pending further experience, 


approximately the present value of the I am ‘not prepared to reduce it. 


land and buildings thus secured to the | 


Government at the cost of the institution. 


Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
| GREE: Is it not the case that one of the 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | greatest importing firms of Indian condi- 


THE TREASURY (Mr. 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The hon. 
Gentleman will find full information on 
these matters in the annual report of 
the Postmaster General, to which I must 
ask him to refer. 


BUDGET SURPLUSES—APPROPRIATION. | 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg! 


AUSTEN CHAM- | 


ments had an analysis made and fur- 
/nished to the Board of Customs which 
bore out the figures stated in the ques- 
tion ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It may be 
they do import an article containing very 
little sugar, but we are bound to take 
| the average for the whole trade. 


to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 


whether the extra amount raised by the 
Loan Bill above the estimated require- 
ments of the Budget can be applied to the 
war or other services of the year without 
Supplementary Estimates covering the 
expenditure being laid before Parlia- 
ment ; and, if not, to what purpose will 
the money be applied. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The answer 
to the first question is in the negative. 
Any surplus not required for expenditure 
would be devoted to paying off debt. 


SUGAR DUTY ON CHUTNEY. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he is aware 
that by Order No. 57, 1901, of the 
Board of Customs, 
impose a duty of 2s. per ewt. on im- 
ported chutnies by reason of their con- | 
taining a certain percentage of sugar. 
and that this rate of duty is equal to | 
almost double the rate payable on the 
average proportion of sugar found on | 
analysis to be contained in the different 
varieties of chutnies; and whether, | 


under these circumstances, he will take | i 


steps to rectify the said order and pre- 
vent the overcharge of duty. 


Stk M. HICKS BEACH: The rate 
of 2s. per cwt. on chutney is certainly | 
not correctly described as almost double | 
the rate payable on the average propor- 
tion of sugar in the article. 





it is proposed to! 


It has been | | 


GREENWICH UNION BURIAL 
SCANDALS. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the cases of burial 
which recently occurred in the Greenwich 
| Union, by reason of which several people 
‘have been interred under incorrect 
names ; whether he is aware that Roman 
Catholic inmates have been buried in the 
| Protestant cemetery and vice versa, and 
can he say what steps have been taken 
| to prevent similar irregularities in future ; 
and what is the reason of the delay in 
complying with the application for leave 
to exhume the bodies already interred in 
| this manner. 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircnie, 
Croydon): The grave irr egularities 
which have occurred recently in con- 
nection with the burial of inmates of the 
| Greenwich workhouse and_ infirmary 
have been brought under my notice by 
the guardians, who have adopted the 
_ report of a special committee recommend- 
ing the punishment of the officials mainly 
| responsible, and the adoption of regula- 
| tions designed to prevent any recurrence 
| of such scandals in the future. In only 
one ease has application been made to 
| me for a licence to remove remains—by 
'a husband who desired that they should 
| be re-interred in a private grave—and the 
licence was granted without undue delay. 


i 
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RATIONS IN THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to a case at South Shields where 
three seamen of the steamship “ May- 
field’ were awarded compensation by 
the bench of magistrates for receiving 
insufficient food on board ship, and, 
seeing that the meat on the “ Mayfield ” 
was unfit for use, and the biscuits in such 
small quantities that each sailor received 
but one a day, whether the Board of 
Trade will take steps against the owner 
of this vessel for not having made proper 
provision for the feeding of the crew. 

I beg also to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been directed to the case of the crew 
of the British steamship ‘ Mayfield,” 
whether he is aware that the superin- 
tendent of the mercantile marine at the 
port of North Shields has reported to 
the Board that this crew upon being 
discharged from this vessel complained 
of having been kept on short provisions 
for forty days, and that they claimed 
compensation for this treatment at the 
time of their discharge ; whether he is 
aware that the superintendent adjudi- 
cated in the case of certain of the crew 
and awarded them only 5s. each as com- 
pensation, and, seeing that four other 
members of the same crew objected to 
such adjudication and instituted pro- 
ceedings before the South Shields 
magistrates, who awarded the men 
£2 ls. each and 18s. each for loss of 
time, whether he will cause inquiries to 
be made as to the reasons of the North 
Shields superintendent for making the 
award mentioned. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GerALp BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): My attention was first 
called to the case referred to by the 
hon. Member by notices of his questions, 
which I will answer together. I have 
communicated with the superintendent 
at North Shields and with the owner of 
the ‘* Mayfield.”’ There can be no doubt, 
I think, that the food supplied during 
part of the voyage was bad. The super- 
intendent did not adjudicate in any way, 
but three of the men took the case into 
court and obtained compensation, the 
rest accepting their wages without 


{15 Jury 1901} 
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demanding any addition by way of com- 
pensation. The owner assures me that 
it was his wish that proper and sufficient 
food should be provided. He is making 
further inquiries, and I shall doubtless 
hear the result, when I will further 
consider the case. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask if the Board of Trade authorities 
make any provision for the inspecting of 
the provisions put on board ships of this 
kind, and, if so, was it done in this case ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Certainly 
they make provision. [ am inquiring 
into the present case. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): What progress has been made 
with the inquiry which has been pro- 
mised into these matters ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That does 


not arise out of the question. 


NORFOLK SEA-COAST DEFENCES. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state when the 
Commission of Sewers for the county of 
Norfolk, which has the main control 
over the sea-coast defences, was formed?; 
whether the lands rated for the purposes 
of the commission have ever been re- 
assessed since then ; whether he is aware 
that the commission publishes no ac- 
counts, and whether he will order an 
inquiry to be made into the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I understand that 
the question relates to the Commissioners 
of Sewers for the Eastern Hundreds of 
Norfolk. I have no authority to direct 
an inquiry with regard to the matters to 
which the hon. Member refers, but I am 
informed that the first commission held 
by the commissioners was issued in 1806, 
and the last in 1900, and that the latest 
assessment of lands for the purposes of 
the commission was made in 1813. The 
commissioners are of opinion that the 
large expense which would be involved 
in the re-assessment of the lands, con- 
sisting of upwards of 50,000 acres, would 
be useless, as the levels of the lands upon 
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which the assessment is based remain 
unchanged in almost all cases. I under- 
stand that the accounts are laid before 
the commissioners at their annual 
meeting in November, and are open to 
the inspection of any ratepayer. An 
abstract of them is published in the Local 
Taxation Returns. 


NEW EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOL CODE. 

Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if 
he will consent to fix a later date than 
August Ist, under the new 
Continuation School Code, for sending 
in applications for evening schools, so as 
to give more time to managers and 
others to consider their proposals. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): It is 


intended to give a liberal extension of 
the time for sending in applications, but 
it is desirable that managers should ob- 
tain the sanction of the Board of Educa- 
tion as early as possible. 


NEW EDUCATION MINUTE. 
LigvuT.-COLONEL TUFNELL (Essex: 
S.E.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether his attention has been directed 


to the fact that the Minute of the Board | 
of Education just issued omits from the | 


new code the subjects of instruction in 
home nursing and ambulance work, and 
will he consider the advisability of 
restoring these subjects by a fresh minute 
of the Board. 


sir J. GORST: No fresh minute is 
necessary. Both subjects can receive 
grants under the fifth section of the 
eighth group of subjects. 


TRIAL OF LORD RUSSELL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he can state on what Vote the 
expenditure entailed by the trial of a peer 
in the House of Lords will be borne. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 


WORKS (Mr. Akers DovucLas, Kent, St. | 


{COMMONS} 


| Augustine’s) : The expense, so far as my 


Evening | 
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Department is concerned, is borne on the 
Vote for Houses of Parliament Buildings, 
Class 1, Vote 3. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL rose to put a 


further question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question has been fully answered. The 
hon. Member asked for and has been told 
the Vote, and he cannot now discuss the 
matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: But I want 
to put a supplementary question. | 
want to ask the right hon. Gentleman, 
seeing that he as First Commissioner of 
Works is responsible, whether the esti- 
mates for the expense now being incurred 
have been laid before him. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


had better put that question down. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Certainly. 


Sir. 


LONDON TELEPHONE SERVICE. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): | beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can now name an approxi- 
mate date when the Post Office telephone 
service in London’ will commence 
business. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Postmaster General hopes to be able to 
begin the connection of subscribers with 
the Central Exchange and some others 
at the beginning of October. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC CABLE. 

Sirk EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state to the House, in 
connection with the Canadian Pacific 
Cable, how much of the material has 
already been manufactured and delivered, 
what instalments have been paid, and 
whether, in view of the provision for the 
completion of the work by the end of 
1902, satisfactory progress has been 


made towards the fulfilment of the 
contract. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


None of the cable has yet been manu- 
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factured or delivered, but several cable | 


houses have been sent out, and are being 
erected at the several landing places 
slected. The surveying ship has already 


sounded the route over a distance of | 


1,500 miles, and is now engaged on the 


same work between Norfolk Island and | 
Fiji. The landing places of the cable) 


in Queensland, New Zealand, Norfolk 


Island, and Vancouver have been decided | 


upon, and preliminary arrangements 
made for the construction of staff 
quarters and station buildings. I am 
informed that the manufacture of the 
cable begins this week. One instalment 
of £287,463, due under the contract on 
the 31st March last, has been paid to the 
contractors. I am informed that the 
engineers of the Pacific Cable Board are 
satisfied with the progress made, and 
with the ability of the contractors to 
complete the work by the end of 1902. 


[A supplementary question and answer 
were both inaudible. | 


PRIVATE WIRES FOR PRESS 
MESSAGES. 

Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the Postmaster 
General has powers not possessed by 
private individuals of obtaining way- 
leaves for telegraphic wires over railway 
companies’ property; and _ whether, 
before refusing the recent request of a 
Sheffield newspaper proprietor for a 
twenty-four hours private wire between 
Shefheld and London, the Postmaster 
General made inquiry whether on any 
of the three railway lines connecting 
Sheffield with London the necessary 
wayleaves could be obtained ; and, if so, 
what was the result of such inquiry, and 
whether the provision of private wire 
accommodation for mercantile and other 
firms has been a very remunerative part 
of the business of the Post Office. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is no doubt the fact that the Postmaster 
General has wayleave facilities not 
possessed by private individuals in regard 
to the use of the principal railway lines 
for the erection of telegraphic wires. 
The Postmaster General is fully aware 


of the existence of the three railway lines 





connecting Sheffield and London as 
routes for telegraphic purposes, and no 
special inquiry on the subject was needed. 
But he thinks it desirable that those 
overhead routes should, under present 
circumstances, be reserved for the neces- 
sary extension of the public service. 
The charges for private wires are, of 
course, fixed on the basis of securing a 
profit. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Do I understand that no 
inquiry is to be made as to whether the 
railway companies can give facilities ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
inquiry is needed, because the Postmaster 
General is in possession of full informa- 
tion. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I shall 
call attention to this on the Post Office 
Estimates. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether a private wire to a Leeds news- 
paper passes through Sheffield. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
Sir ; no private wire to a Leeds newspaper 
passes through Sheffield. 


CHEAPER TELEGRAMS. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will consider the 
expediency of accepting telegrams for 
abbreviated addresses registered in 
London at a minimum charge of 3d. for 
six words, provided that the telegrams 
are handed in at telegraph offices in the 
Metropolitan area. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is not prepared to 
consider the expediency of accepting at 
a minimum charge of 3d. telegrams of the 
kind suggested by the hon. Member. 


REGISTERED TELEGRAPHIC AD- 
DRESSES—SELL’S LIST. 


Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether any of the in- 
formation contained in “ Sell’s List of 
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Registered Abbreviated Telegraph Ad-|tered in London by the Post Office is 
dresses’ has been or is now supplied by | 24,318. The question raised by the hon, 
officers of the Post Office either with or | Member has been under consideration 
without the sanction of the Postmaster from time to time, and, while the Post- 
General ; and, seeing that the accuracy | 
of a work of this description, which pur- | 
ports to be a list of telegraph abbreviated | 


addresses registered at the Post Office, 
cannot be ensured except through the 
assistance of the Department, will he 
state why a pecuniary payment has not 
been secured in return for such informa- 
tion ; will he state the present cost of 
Sell’s List ; and, seeing that the custody 
of a list of abbreviated telegraph addresses 
rests primarily with the Postmaster 
General, will he state why a list is not 
published by command of the Postmaster 
General at a reasonable price to the 
public. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
abbreviated telegraph addresses con- 
tained in Sell’s List are furnished by the 
Post Office in pursuance of an agreement 
between the Postmaster General and Mr. 
Sell, and a suitable payment is made by 
Mr. Sell for the information. The cost 
of the List is understood to be 18s. to 
subscribers and 21s. to non-subscribers. 
The question of the publication of an 
official list was carefully considered when 
the present arrangement with Mr. Sell, 
was made, but it was thought best to con- 
tinue to leave the publication to Mr. Sell 


who was the originator of a list of this | 


kind. The Post Office does not recom- 
mend the system of abbreviated ad- 
dresses ; and would much prefer that in 
all cases full addresses should be given in 
telegrams. 


Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, in view of the difficulty 
experienced by the public in securing a 
registered abbreviated telegraphic ad- 
dress in London, in consequence of most 
suitable words having already been appro- 
priated, will the Postmaster General 
state the number of addresses registered 
in London ; and will he consider the ex- 
pediency of making the charge for a tele- 
graphic address registered in London 
two guineas instead of one guinea as 
hitherto. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


master General is reluctant to propose 
a higher charge, he fears that if the diffi- 
culty of finding suitable words for regis. 
tration increases some such measure may 
have to be taken. 


SCOTLAND AND THE KING’S TITLE. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate, in view of the fact 
that it has been found necessary to revise 
the Royal Title to meet the claims of the 
colonies, whether the Government. will 
in this connection give due weight to the 


/claims of Scotland in such manner as to 


bring His Most Gracious Majesty’s Title 
into due conformity with the history of 
the United Kingdom. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I cannot 
admit that there is any disconformity in 
His Most Gracious Majesty’s title with the 
history of the United Kingdom. I have 
already explained to the hon. Member as 
tothe precedent in the case of His Majesty 
King William IV. But, apart from prece- 
dent, the argument of the hon. Member 
that the title of Edward VII. is tantamount 


to an admission by His Majesty’s Scottish 


subjects that the claims of Edward I. of 
England over the Kingdom of Scotland 
were well founded, seems to me to be an 
assumption that is alike at variance with 
fact, with grammar, and with the battle 
of Bannockburn. 


MINERAL RESOURCES OF IRELAND. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture will devote any, and, 
if so, what, portion of the funds at its 
disposal to the discovery and develop- 
ment of the mineral resources of Ireland, 
and whether, with a view to obtaining 
accurate information on this subject, 
the necessary survey will be proceeded 
with. 


| Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
“LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 


number of telegraphic addresses regis-| Department appreciates the importance 
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of obtaining accurate information on | force consisting of a county inspector, 
the subject, and will confer with the three district inspectors, and over 100 
authorities of the Geological Survey in| men was present, and can he state what 
the matter. reason is given by the constabulary 
authorities for the presence of this 
SLIGO POLICE HUTS. force, and on what fund the expense will 
; “ dee fall of bringing together this force of 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask constabulary. 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether five iron police \fRp2 WYNDHAM: The number of 
huts are being erected in Sligo county ;| men present was sixty-one. The force 
and, if so, will he name the localities where | 45 assembled on the occasion for the 
it is proposed to erect these huts, and | preservation of the peace, and the 
those for whom protection is intended. expense will be borne by the Constabu- 


—— . | lary Vote. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: One such hut is” 
being erected on the Leitrim farm, near \frp FLYNN: Seeing that there were 
Achonry, and three other huts will be only fifty people present, was it requisite 
put up in the same district. Protection | t) have so large a force on the occasion 
will be given from these stations to any | of the eale of re tons of hay ? 
individual who may be threatened or . 
molested in the pursuit of his legitimate, \fp, WYNDHAM: Yes, in my opinion 
oecupation. it was. 





Mr. O'DOWD: Is the right hon. — coaprry (CLARE) WATER WORKS. 
Gentleman aware that there is a police Ot Pama 

sation there already ? Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 5.): I beg 
‘ to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, but it is Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a water-works scheme is being 
promoted for the town of Scariff, county 
Clare; and that the district council 
made the cost of construction a dispensary 
SHILLELAGH UNION INQUIRY—CASE district charge on the Scariff electoral 
OF Bm, FLEAS. division ; and, seeing that under this 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, arrangement the ratepayers of Island- 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary mor, in Lough Derg, nearly twenty 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland miles distant from Scariff, and the rate- 
whether the Local Government Board payers of Dromane, surrounded by a 
have considered the report of the sworn congested district in the South Galway 
inquiry held by Dr. Flinn into the charges parliamentary division, and lying in the 
nade by the Shillelagh guardians against most distant part of the Scariff rural 


necessary to add to the existing accom. 
nodation. 





Dr. Bolster, and can he state when | district, are made liable for the repay- 
may the decision of the Local Govern- ments of the loan, while the electoral 
ment Board be expected. divisions of Feakle and Annacarraga, 

lying within one mile of Scariff, are 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board hopes exempted from all liability, whether he 
to be in a position to address the guard- will take steps to have the charge- 
ans on the subject in the course of the } ability of this loan more equally distri- 
present week. ° | buted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost of this 

(ASTLEMAGNER (CORK) FARM SALE. scheme if levied off the town of Scariff 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | would entail a tax of 5s. 8d. in the pound, 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| whereas if it be made a dispensary 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware district charge the tax will amount 
that at an auction of meadowing on an | to less than 3d. If put on the rural 
evicted farm in Castlemagner, county | district the rate would be less than a 1d. 
Cork, held on 10th instant,a constabulary | With these facts before them, the council 


| 
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the dispensary district, and the Local 
Government Board proposes to act in 


BRUSNA (KING’S CO.) DRAINAGE 


BOARD. 


to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Drainage Board, King’s County, last met, 
and whether complaints have been made 
by taxpayers of the manner in which 
this board has discharged its duties 
recently, and what amount of money is 
at its disposal annually ; can a statement 
of expenditure for last year be obtained ; 
and will he state for what period the 
Ballykenehan tenants have been paying 
drainage tax to this board, and whether 
the charge is a permanent one. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
Board held a statutory meeting on the 
Ist February last for the election of 
trustees. No complaints have recently 
been made to the Commissioners of 
Public Works, but they are always pre- 
pared to inquire into any such com- 
plaints and to take steps, if necessary, 
to ensure the maintenance of the works 
as provided by statute. The proprietor, 
not the tenants of the lands referred 


to in the third paragraph, is liable for the | 


payment of maintenance rates, and has 
presumably paid them since the date of 
the award in 1860. The Commissioners 
will ascertain the amount raised over the 
district for the purposes of maintenance, 
and the expenditure, in the past year, 
and I will communicate the figures to the 
hon. Member when I receive them. 

IRISH LAND COURTS —FAIR RENT 
CASES. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, notwithstanding Clause 7 
of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, 
59 and 60 Vic., a number of farmers 
are debarred from entering the Land 
Courts either to get fair rents fixed or to 
purchase their holdings because of having 
sub-tenants ; and, in view of the fact 
that the said sub-tenants may enter 


the Land Courts and gain the sis 


{COMMONS} 


has resolved to charge the expenses to | of the Land Acts, while the direct tenants’ 
| are compelled to pay the full amount of 
their old rents, not only for the portions 
accordance with its wishes in the matter. | 
'but also for those of the sub-tenants, 
| though the rents of the latter have been 
reduced by 20 to 30 per cent., whether 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- | 
sory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | 
Ireland | 


whether he can state when the Brusna | 


Drainage 
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of the holdings retained by themselves 


he can say that steps will be taken to 
remedy the grievance complained of. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no 
official records showing the number of 
farmers who are debarred from entering 
the Land Courts for the reasons stated, 
I cannot give any undertaking to intro- 
duce further legislation in the direction 
suggested in the question. 


Mr. CULLINAN : But is it not a fact 
that under this Clause 7 many of these 
farmers are debarred from entering the 
Land Courts ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: That may be, 
but I cannot possibly undertake to bring 
in a new Land Act, with reference to fair 
rents, to amend the Act passed in 1896. 


CONVEYANCE OF AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCE ON IRISH RAILWAYS. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has seen the statement of 
Mr. Herbert Sullivan, a butter exporter, 
to the effect that before the amalgama- 
tion of the Great Southern and Western 
and the Waterford and Limerick Rail- 
ways, his consignments of butter were 
taken from Neweastle, county Limerick, 
to London within eighteen hours, and 
that between the dates 18th April and 
26th June of this year twelve similar 
consignments of his from Neweastle to 


' London on twelve different dates were 


not delivered until four or five days after 
shipment ; and whether he will take any 
and what steps to test the truth of Mr. 
Sullivan’s charges; and, if they are 
found to be correct, will he take any, 
and, if so, what action to induce or com- 
pel the Great Southern and Western 
Company to give a better service to the 
public, so that Irish farm and other pro 
ducts may be expedited to English 
markets. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
question has been received. 


The statement 


The Depart 
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444 7 145 Questions, 
tenants J nent of Agriculture and Technical | 
unt of | Instruction is inquiring into the matter. 
ortions 
nselves : " 
enants, RISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS, | 
‘e heen § Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, | 
hether 98): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
ken to ¥t the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
of, yhether he is aware that some manager 
jf national schools in Ireland prohibit | 
re no |the teachers under their control from 
ber of Jattending or becoming members of 
itering § national teachers’ associations, or insist 
stated, J js a condition of their appointment to 
intro- Fhools that teachers should perform 
‘ection § yithout remuneration duties other than 
those of teachers of such _ schools; 
, whether the Board of National Education 
a fact §. F . 
these 2 Ireland has sanctioned this or has 
eh isued any circular or instructions in 
” reference thereto; and whether steps 
vill be taken to remedy the alleged evil. 
i Mr. WYNDHAM : The Commissioners 
to fair have no official knowledge of the attitude 
296 idopted towards teachers associations 
s by managers of national schools. It 
appears, however, from a newspaper 
TRAL § report of a conference of managers 
YS. held at Armagh on the 13th April, 
erick, $1899, that a resolution was adopted 
retary J pledging them not to appoint as principal 
reland § or assistant teacher a person who was a 
ent of § member of the Irish National Teachers’ 
orter, § Organisation as then constituted. Ap- 
gama- § pointments of teachers (except in the 
estern § case of model schools) are made by local 
Rail- J managers under forms of agreement 
were § sanctioned by the Commissioners, which 
erick, J require that the duties of the teacher 
, and § shall be such as are in accordance with 
il and § the rules of the Commissioners. 
imilar 
tle © f peeaSe OF AN EMERGENCY MAN 
vo FROM GAOL. 
fe Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
ff Mr, @ © ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
+ are @ Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
any, @ @Ware that an emergency man named 
- com: Noonan was sentenced to two months 
stern @ ™Prisonment with hard labour for a 
0 the dangerous assault on Mr. James Shee, 
P pro- Mullinahone, such assault being described 
iglish by the resident magistrate who presided 
at the trial as cruel and cowardly ; and 
seeing that Noonan was discharged on 
nt in@f the 30th June, after completing one | 


>part- 


{15 Juty 1901} 


month only of his sentence, can he state | 
i} 
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whether the petition on which this man 
was discharged was sent to the justices 
before whom he was tried for their 
opinion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are cor- 
rectly stated in the first paragraph. 
The magistrates who convicted in the 
case were the resident magistrate and a 
local justice. The memorial was sent 
io the magistrates in the usual way, but 
I am not aware whether the resident 
magistrate, who reported upon it, con- 
sulted his colleague in the case. I[ 
should add that he expressed no opinion 
in favour of a mitigation of the sentence, 
and insisted on the brutal character of 
the assault. The decision to remit the 
remainder of the sentence was arrived 
at by the Lords Justices upon a considera- 
tion of all the facts. 

Mr. CULLINAN: What was the 
reason for the release of this man 2 


Mr. WYNDHAM: His previous good 


character. 


Mr. CONDON: Is it not a fact that 
the only point in his character was that 
he had been an emergency man ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


CASTLETOWN BEREHAVEN NATIONAL 
SCHOOL. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the principal teacher of 
the Castletown Berehaven male national 
school (Roll No. 4,843) has been denied 
his share of equivalent results fees to 
the extent of £8, in consequence of 
equivalent fees not being based on the 
results fees received by the said teacher 
for the periods ending 1898, 1899, and 
1900 ; and whether he will see that this 
teacher’s case is reconsidered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that the equivalent fees were based 


upon the results fees for the years men- 


tioned, but that an error occurred in 
the calculation, which has been rectified. 
The balance of £8 2s. 5d. has been 
remitted to the teacher. 
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CLAIMS FOR MALICIOUS INJURIES IN |the result of their investigations jp 
IRELAND. | alleged malicious injury cases, 


Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask Mr. | 
Attorney General for Ireland whether; Mr. CULLINAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
he is aware that, in selecting areas for Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant oj 
the applotment of amounts awarded in | Ireland whether he can state when it js 
eases of claims for malicious injuries, | contemplated to introduce the Local 
the county court judges in parts of Government Amendment Act, to remedy 
Ireland exempted those portions occupied | amongst other matters, the grievances 
4 y ore! ee, ~ seg that | complained of in malicious injury claims 
Mr. Justice Gibson, at the Sligo Assizes, | wie , tcl 
recently stated that judges had no | Mr. WYNDHAM: The amending 
jurisdiction to make such exemptions, | Bill has been drafted, and I hope to 
and whether, under the circumstances, | introduce it at an early date. 
steps will be taken to have these exemp- 
tion orders cancelled wherever they exist. | WATERFORD ASSIZES. 
"Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL ror | ask the Chiel Secretory’ ty the Let 
7 mate Secretary to the Lord 
nace nl — imate peered Lieutenant of Ireland whether he js 
derry, sts Ad gamma... to the reports aware that Mr. Justice Johnson, at the 
published in the newspapers, Mr. Justice assizes for the county of Waterford just 
Gibson has decided as mentioned. The concluded, congratulated the grand jury 
question, however, is, I think, based on on the crimeless condition of the county, 
4 misconception of the relation between ‘and whether this fact was considered by 
the Executive and the Judiciary. ? These the law officers of the Crown when it 
determinations of the judges are judicial y 1. decided to apply for a change of 
decisions, over which the Executive | venue from the county in the case of the 
have no control whatever. I believe | Tallow prosecution ; and whether, having 
Mr. Justice Gibson did decide the point regard to the character of the Tallow 
mentioned in the manner stated. case in the view of the law officers, he 
' , — . can explain why they advised an applica- 
Mr. O'DOWD: Was it not a unani- | tion ie a change of venue. " 


mous decision of the Irish judges ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: At my right hon. 
*Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. friend's request I will reply to this ques- 
|tion. Mr. Justice Johnson is reported 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND; act °° have congratulated the county on the 
AMENDING BILL. smallness in number of the crimes com- 


Mr WILI IAM ABR AH AM (Cork | mitted in it since last assizes. The 
County N.E.): T beg to ask the Chief advice to apply for — ot pe 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of |“@*% 8!1Ven Oy me. ee ret need 
Ireland whether he is aware that prior reasons on which that advice were base 
to the passage of the Local Government a stated fully - the affidavits ground. 
Ireland) Act, 1898, the constabulary | '"S the motion and in the judgment of 
(irels “asic aa ns ie court, to which I beg to refer the 
were accustomed to give to all parties Se isis FT ieiieek sae santhulle ai 
interested a full report of the result of |." 7 PP eae —: os 

- ere Ate . . cline to answer more fully this question, 
their investigations into alleged malicious : 





sera oa}: referring, as it does, to a pending prosecu- 
injuries, and can he explain why this ||. —— vould 
é , ‘ . ‘tion, inasmuch as a full reply wou 
practice has been discontinued; and}. a Spier 2. 
os . ee involve an expression of opinion on the 
will instructions be issued to the con- | et saaion Phy a 
stabulary to furnish the result of their ae 
inquiries into malicious injury claims to) Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
interested applicants and the county What is the object of the change of 
and district councils concerned. ‘venue? Is it to bring the case before 
| Peter the Packer ? 


Mr. O’SHEE: Is not the case deemed 
ance to require the 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has never been 
the practice of the constabulary to; 4 ta 
supply parties interested with reports of | of insufficient import 

‘ | 
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or Solicitor General ? 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): 


any portion of the large costs entailed | 


Crown 2 


CapTaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
the object to obtain a conviction by fair 
means or foul ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


LIMERICK POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 


inhabitants of the parish of St. John’s, 
in the city of Limerick, which is a thickly | 


complain of the danger of posting letters 
in the pillar box, as lighted matches have 
from time to time been thrown into it ; 
and, seeing that there is also a demand 
for stamps and postal orders, 
cannot be got nearer than half a mile, 
whether he will accede to the application. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General has to-day received 


refers. From the preliminary inquiries 
that have been made it does not appear 


a post office in Broad Street, Limerick ; 





- and 
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but the inquiries will be pursued, and 
the Postmaster General’s decision shall 
be conveyed to the hon. Member. 


POSTAL 
MENTS. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
wk the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether the memorial signed by a/ 
number of people in Baltinglass, county 
Wicklow, requesting the local sub-office 


BALTINGLASS ARRANGE- 


to be changed to a chief office, has been 
considered, and, if so, with what result. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The ! 


memorial referred to has been very care- 
fully considered, but it is found that the _ Richmond) : I beg to ask the First Lord 


{15 Juty 1901} 


attendance of either the Attorney General | circumstances are not such as to admit 


| 
by the change of venue be borne by the | 


populated portion of the city, asking him | 
if he would establish a branch post office | 
in the parish, at Broad Street, as they | 


_rarely 
which | 


that there is any case for establishing | 
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‘of Baltinglass being made a head office. 
A full reply will very shortly be sent to 


Will | the memorialists. 


BALLYSHANNON POST OFFICE. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 


'the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre 


senting the Postmaster General, whether 


he is aware that the building at present 
|used as a post office 
,county Donegal, is inadequate for the 
| purpose, the space allotted to the public 
| being 


at Ballyshannon, 


only four feet by nine; and 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
of late years the postal traffic at Bally- 
shannon has increased, the Postmaster 


senting the Postmaster General, whether | General will consider the desirability of 
he has received an application from the }acquiring a more commodious building 


or site for a post office in a central part 
of the town. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The sub-post office at Ballyshannon is 
provided by the sub-postmaster, and the 
space allotted to the public is about as 
stated; but it appears that there is 
more than one person at the 
counter at a time, and no case of over- 
crowding has been observed. The situa- 
tion is fairly central In connection with 
a revision of the sub-postmaster’s salary 
and allowances, which is now under con- 


sideration, the question of requiring him 
the application to which the hon. Member ' 


to improve the office accommodation will 
be considered ; but the amount of the 
business too small to warrant the 
Department in entertaining any question 


is 


of providing a separate building for the 


purpose. 


IRISH LIGHT RAILWAY SUBSIDIES 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) : I beg to 


ask the President of the Board of Trade 
' whether 


he will state the names of 
persons to whom free grants were granted 
under the Light Railways Act, 1896. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall be 


happy to supply the hon. Member with a 
list of the various companies to which 
grants have been promised. 


FOOD SUPPLY. 
HUTTON (Yorkshire. 


NATIONAL 


Mr. JOHN 
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of the Treasury whether the Govern- 
ment have further considered the ques- 
tion of the food supply of this country 
in case of war with a naval Power ; 
whether it has been reported upon by 
the Joint Naval and Military Committee 
on Defence; and, if not, whether he 
will undertake that the matter shall 
be referred to them, or to a Select Com- 
mittee of this House. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour. Manchester, 
E.): This subject is one which, of course, 
engages the constant attention of the 
Admiralty. They are of opinion that it 
turns mainly upon the strength of the 
Fleet ; and therefore I do not know that 
anything would be gained by the inquiry 
which my hon. friend desires. 


WRONGFUL DISMISSAL OF TEACHERS. 

Si JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when the Government 
proposes to introduce the Bill to afford 
means of appeal to teachers in cases of 
alleged wrongful dismissal. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can give no 
indication at present. 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 
CotoneEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, at this period of the 
year, in order to expedite business and 
enable the session to close within a reason- 
able time, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of proposing, instead of the sus- 
pension of the twelve o’clock rule, that 
the daily sittings of the House should 

commence earlier than at present. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Thereisa great | 


deal in the suggestion of my hon. friend, 
but it will, of course, require a debate in 
this House before we could make any 
such change as he desires. I am afraid, 


moreover, that the mere fact that there | 


was a twelve o’clock rule, and therefore 
a fixed limit to the debate, would towards 


the end of the session seriously impede 


the progress of public business. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): With regard to the 
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| business of this week, can the right hon, 
Gentleman give us complete information { 
As among the most important Votes still 
outstanding there are the Foreign Office 
and Colonial Office Votes, will the right 
hon. Gentleman contemplate with favour 
the suggestion that those two Votes 
should be put down for the two Fridays 
following this week—that is, for the 
26th instant and 2nd August ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; if 
the right hon. Gentleman expresses that 
wish, he has a perfect right to be con- 
sidered in the matter ; and I shall be glad 
t» fix these two important Votes for the 
days which he desires. I shall be equally 
glad to fall in with the suggestion that 
the Foreign Office Vote be taken first 
| and the Colonial Office Vote on the subse- 
quent Friday. As regards next Friday, 


it will be in the recollection of the House 


that I stated a few days ago that I pro- 
posed to take the Home Office Vote, and 
some observations were made on the fact 
that the Report was not in the hands of 
Members. I had hoped that it would 
be printed in time for the discussion, but 
I find that under our existing printing 
arrangements that cannot be carried out ; 
and in those circumstances it will be con- 
venient to take the Consular and Diplo- 
matie Vote on Friday and other votes in 


Class V. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey): When does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to take the 
Agricultural Rating Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to intro- 
duce the Bill this week ; certainly it will 
not be long delayed. 





NEW BILLS. 


JURISDICTION 

BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 

time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 


[Bill 263.] 


JUSTICES’ (LONDON) 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS  (PARLIA- 
| MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL [Lords]. 

| Read the first time ; to be read a second 
‘time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
| [Bill 264.] 
( 
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POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY possible to postpone part of the clause. 
COUNCILS) BILL (Lords). I therefore call on the hon. Member for 
Read the first time ; to be read a second | East Northamptonshire to move the 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. | second Amendment. 
[Bill 265.] 
*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said he wished to move the omission 
EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. of Sub-section 1. The Bill, with the ex- 
Order for Committee read. ception of the small portion which dealt 
‘with the indemnity of school boards in 
*Mr. SPEAKER: There are three | respect of surcharges under the Cockerton 
Instructions on the Paper referring to | judgment, raised the whole question 
this Bill. The first Instruction is in the | which was discussed on the motion for 
name of the hon. Member for the Morley | Second Reading, and he would, therefore. 
Division of Yorkshire, who proposes have to deal with it on somewhat the 
to instruct the Committee to divide the | same general grounds, although he 
Bill into two portions. The Bill em-| might not perhaps advance exactly the 
powers school boards to maintain certain | same arguments. His objection to the 
schools out of the school fund, subject | central proposal of the Bill was that 
to the sanction of the local authorities | it really avoided the essential issue which 
and the conditions they impose. What | was before the country, namely, the main- 
the hon. Member proposes is that the | tenance of a certain class of schools, 
permission to school boards to main- irrespective of party or creed, in the form 
tain the schools shall be put into|in which they now existed. Many of 
one Bill, and the sanctions and con-| those who were prepared to consider 
ditions of the local authorities into| favourably changes in their educa- 
another. In order that an Instruction} tional system, even those who were 
of this kind should be permitted, the Bill | ready to consider such changes as might 
must be one which lends itself naturally | result eventually in the transfer of the 
to the division. It appears to me ' powers of school boards to other local 
obvious that this Bill does not lend itself | authorities, took the view of those who 
tothe proposed division. On the contrary, were challenging the policy of this Bill. 
the two objects of the Bill are made | There were several courses open to the 
dependent one on another. The In-| Government in dealing with the issue 
struction is, therefore, out of order.| raised by the Cockerton judgment. 
The next Instruction, standing in the; They might have made some attempt 
name of the hon. Member for Brecknock, | to dovetail the existing system of continu- 
is out of order for the same reason. | ation schools into a system of interme- 
It is moreover too indefinite, and does | diate schools, and thus to make a begin- 
not state what is to be included in| ning with a true system of secondary 
each separate Bill. The next Instruction, | education, and had they taken that course 
standing in the name of the hon. Member| they might have gradually weeded 
for the Rugby Division of Warwickshire, | out any imperfections and defects in the 
is out of order because it is a mandatory | machinery and character of the existing 
Instruction to a Committee of the Whole | schools. That was a solution the Govern- 
House. It would be out of order also| ment had entirely rejected. Next, they 





ifit were not mandatory. might have made the measure a real 
suspensory Bill, tiding over till next 
Bill considered in Committee. year or the year after the difficulty 


é created by the Cockerton judgment, 
(In the Committee.) and giving the country fand all who 

(Mr. Sruart WortLey (Sheffield, Hallam) | hd the interest of education at heart 
in the Chair. an opportunity of considering some 
thoroughly adequate solution of the 

Clause 1 :— problem, and of arriving at a com- 


prehensive scheme for the improvement 
Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The first | of our educational system. The Govern- 


Amendment is out of order. It is not} ment, however, had preferred to take 
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instead of either of these alternatives|last year and this. He did not, of 
their present course—far and away the} course, intend to put himself out of 
worst which it could possibly have taken. | order by dealing with these wider 
It jwas granted by all sane men that there | questions, but his point was simply 
was a serious risk to the continued ex-| that the sub-section which they were 
istence and usefulness of these schools! now discussing made it incumbent on 
if the present system were rendered an authority which was inexpert and 
more complicated and more chaotic,| which had not been elected to deal with 
as it wouldcertainly be by this Bill. | that educational problem to determine 
No one would deny that if they were | difficult and delicate problems. It was 
to keep the schools on they should not even proposed to wait until they had 
keep them in the most efficient form | another election of county councils or 
that they could. Torun the risk! other authorities with the knowledge in 
of tearing the schools to pieces, and|the minds of the electors that they 


of having perhaps the best portion| were asked to choose an authority 
knocked out of them by the decision|to deal with the question. The 
of another authority, without even the| county councils were asked to deal 


power of the Education Department! with the matter on the spur of the 
to check mis-management—an autho-| moment, and he ventured to suggest 
rity not understanding the educational | that it was a serious thing to attempt 
machinery—an authority which was, in| to transfer a complicated series of 
fact, an inexpert authority, was to take! issues to the discretion of an autho 
the worst possible course. But the) rity not elected to decide these ques- 
Government had adopted that policy in| tions, and not having the necessary 
order, he supposed, to settle a question | experience to enable them to arrive at 
of principle and achieve what after all | a proper decision in regard to them. He 
would be merely a forensic victory.| would not deal in detail with the 
This question was not to be settled| Minute recently issued, but he would 
by the forces which met together for) point out what was perfectly within the 
drafting this little Bill. Bigger forces | knowledge of everyone who had even 
outside the walls of Parliament would | the most elementary experience of educa- 
eventually decide the question, and|tional machinery—namely, that that 
those who assumed that the Bill in| Minute was full of pitfalls; that it was 





its present form would ever achieve | 
the object which it had in view, namely, | 
the destruction of the school board | 
system and the transfer of the control 
of our educational system from a directly- 
elected authority to an indirectly-elected 
and co-optative authority were reckon- 
ing without their hosts. Surely the 
natural course would have been to have 
had a simple suspensory Bill, and to have 
adjourned the main question to a subse- 
quent session. The people of this 
country thoroughly understood a_pro- 
posal to maintain the existing facilities 
until the wider aspect of the educa- 
tional system could be fully considered, 
but they naturally viewed with profound 
suspicion and distrust what was ob- 
viously an attempt to carry out an edu- 
cational revolution by stealth. 

They could not discuss that Bill 
without having some regard to the 
whole policy of the Government, the 
successive steps they had taken, and 
especially the minutes and codes of 


exceedingly difficult to judge at once*all 
the results of it in various schools; and 
that the issue of this Minute must add 
enormously to the grave difficulty for an 
absolutely inexpert authority, without 
technical knowledge, to carry out a com- 
plicated series of decisions requiring full 
appreciation of all the facts. The County 
Council would be called upon to decide 
a question of the greatest possible diff- 
culty—whether there was to be any 
demarcation between primary and secon- 
dary education at all, and if, so, where 
it was to be drawn. Here they were faced 
with a problem upon which even the 
greatest experts in the country had 
the most serious difficulty in arriving at 
a decision. Was it prudent to throw a 
question of that kind upon the county 
councils, which were elected to deal 
with questions of roads, sewage, sanita- 
tion, and lighting ? It would be reckless 
mismanagement and misgovernment to 
do anything of the kind. There was 





Mr. Channing. 


also the question of overlapping. Was 
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that a question these bodies were able to | schools was that they included dancing 
deal with in a rational way? It was | in the curricula as one of the recognised 
perfectly clear that it presented as grave | exercises. If it was bad advice that any 
difficulties as the question of the dis- | attraction of this kind should be included 
tinction between primary and secondary in the evening schools, what would the 
education. Did they expect that the House think of the position of Scotland 
county councils through committees in the matter? On 27th December last 
would be able to deal instantly with the | year Sir Henry Craik wrote to the school 
relative importance of the schemes and board of Dunfermline that the Board of 
eurricula of the different schools, and | Education saw no reason to object to 
decide how much they would allow or | the inclusion of dancing, that the extent 
would not allow? They werethrowinga}to which it was carried was a matter 
problem on the county councils upon | primarily for the school board to decide, 
which it was practically impossible for | and that the Board of Education had 
them to arrive at a decision. They would | no doubt the school board would pay 
have to deal with questions of staff and | careful attention to that. Mr. Sidney 
expenditure, which involved considera- | Webb, the greatest champion in London 
tions of every possible kind; and/| of the municipalisation of education, 
while he did not in the slightest| had, in a recent paper, justified the 
degree underrate the value of their | “ organisation of pleasure in the poly- 
work in connection with the technical | technics, with the object of attracting 


. e | : : ce) 
classes under their control, he said that | young people to technical education. 








to ask them on the spur of the moment 
to settle those questions on a week or two’s | 
notice was the culmination of insanity in | 


a legislative proposal. It seemed to be 
supposed by some who had argued in 
favour of the Bill that the county coun- 
cils in the exercise of their discretionary 
powers with regard to this new educa- 


tional machinery would have the power | 


of spending money in connection with 
those matters. 


under the Technical 
That money was prac- 


money except 
Instruction Act. 
tically forestalled. 
He had read very 
educational press, not only from the 


point of view which he took, and | 


with which he found himself logically 
identified in the course he had taken 
with regard to education, but also with 
regard to the contentions advanced on 
the other side, and he ventured to say 
they would not find, except in one or 
two extremely opinionated men, and 


those somewhat youthful and enthu- | 


siastic, anything like an attempt to deal 
with the difficulties which they had to 
face at the present time. They had 
heard a great deal of the character of 
the schools. The Vice-President had 


tried, unworthily and unjustly, to create 
a violent prejudice against the evening 
schools carried on by the London School 
Board and other school boards, because, 
forsooth, one of the attractions of the 


He did not think they | 


would have the power of spending any | 


carefully the | 


He was not himself specially in 
favour of introducing attractions of 
that kind into education of any sort; 
he thought it would be better outside. 
But surely the argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman the other night was 
absolutely beside the point, because the 
real answer was that England had been 
backward in this question of evening 
| continuation schools on account of our 
not having the compulsory system which 
prevailed in many parts of Germany 
and other continental countries, and 
| which we ought to have if we were 
'to attain anything like a level with 
Germany in these matters. What was 
‘the attitude of the county councils 
themselves? Did they welcome the 
responsibilities ? He did not know 
whether the First Lord of the 
Treasury was aware that the county 
council of Northampton had rejected 
this Bill by a vote of two to one in a full 
meeting last Thursday. He _ believed 
that only two members of the county 
council spoke in favour of the Bill. 
Everybody else opposed it as an inade- 
quate and unsatisfactory measure. That 
was a county council in which, assuming 
that the Liberal Unionists were in ordi- 
nary politics supporters of the Govern- 
ment, he should think that certainly 
two to one were against the party to 
which he had the honour to belong. 

The policy of this Bill was against the 
instincts and wishes of the largest and 


| 
| 
| 
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most representative working men bodies 
in this country. He was present that 
afternoon at a gathering of representa- 
tives of co-operators who waited on some 
Members of the House. That body, repre- 
senting 1,750,000 of persons, declared 


emphatically against the whole of that | 


legislation. They declared in the most 
emphatic way in favour of direct control 
of education and against the suppres- 
sion of or injury to the higher grade 
and evening schools. He was informed 
that in many evening schools, even 
without compulsion, the attendance was 
not at all what the Vice-President tried 
to make out. The evening school 
statistics taken from the return for 
1900 showed that the number of pupils 
of all ages in both voluntary and 
board schools was 509,251, of whom 
348,668 were above the age of fifteen. 
The average attendance was 206,335. 
That showed an average attendance even 
without compulsion of 40 per cent., and 
his information was that the percentage 
of attendance was nearly as good as in 
some of the day schools in many parts of 
the country. Another charge brought 
against these schools was that they were 
undermining and destroying the secon- 
dary schools. He had in his hand the 
figures with regard to the evening schools 
in the town of Birmingham. The atten- 
dance there was 2,281 under fifteen years 
of age, and 6,930 over fifteen, and he was 
informed that it would be impossible 
under this Bill, and under the minute, 
to carry on the evening schools for the 
2.281 who were under fifteen, these 


being public elementary schools. He | 
which were not elected for the purpose, 


had another piece of information from 
Birmingham bearing on the fact that 
these schools did not undermine and cut 
away ground of the higher and secondary 
education which it was so important to 
develop. In Birmingham there was one of 
the best secondary schools in the country 
—King Edward's School. When the first 
of the higher grade schools was started | 
there were 2,000} pupils in King Edward’s 
School. 
higher grade schools. 
an increase of 900 pupils in the higher | 


grade schools, and so far from "this | 
increase having been drawn from King | 
School there had been in the | 


Ed ward’s 
same time an increase of over 700 pupils 


in King Edward’s School. The policy. 
Mr. Channing. 
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' sharpen 


There were now several of these | 
There had been | 
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underlay the Bill was the 
stamping out of the higher grade 
schools. The Bill was really an appeal 
to the prejudices and narrow-minded- 


ness of some of the county councils in the: 


country to cut down education. That was 
the sort of nonsense which was talked 
about overlapping. Instead of under- 
cutting the secondary schools, these 
higher grade schools supplied a large 


number of the pupils of the very best. 


material for the higher secondary schools, 
He was told that in the technical schools 
in Birmingham there was the constant 
difficulty that pupils came there who 
were absolutely unfitted for and incap- 
able of carrying out the calculations 
necessary for laboratory work. And 
what happened? The managers of the 
technical schools had to send them back 
to the higher grade schools which the 
right hon. Gentleman was treating with 
contempt. The right hon. Gentleman 
was trying to oust the youths from 
these schools where alone they could 
their wits and obtain the 
knowledge absolutely necessary for them 
to enable them to make proper use 
of the secondary schools. He _ had 
attempted to lay before the Committee 
some of the grave difficulties raised by 
the Bill and to answer the right hon. 
Gentleman's flimsy, unsubstantial, and 
not specially creditable case against the 
school boards. He had also brought 
before the Committee the very grave 
difficulties which would be created by 
giving a discretionary power—even if 
they wished to exercise it in a broad and 
generous spirit—to the county councils 


and which had no experience of the 
educational problems which had puzzled 


those who had given their whole lives 


to them. He wished he could say that 
he hoped his’ motion had been accepted, 


‘but he trusted the debate which he had 


tried to open in as conciliatory spirit as 
he could, dealing with such a question, 
‘might lead to some speeches which would 
throw greater light on the main issue 
and might also lead to some concession 
| or compromise, and so save those schools 
which were of such vital importance to 
the country, and enable them without 
party feeling, or controversial bitterness 
to enter next year on the discussion of 


the reform of our educational system 
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fully, logically, and radically from end to | saying so, that the great county of North- 


end. ampton had given a decision on these 
points. So faras he knew the Northamp- 

Amendment proposed— ton County Council was the first which 
“In page 1, line 5, to leave out Sub-clause | had discussed the effect of this Bill. He 
1)."—(Mr. Channing.) had the honour of a seat on the North- 


m ampton County Council and he had been 
' A oan ae see ow? se snes very glad indeed to listen to the debate 
here a school board stand part of the | which had been initiated by the hon. 
Clause. | Gentleman, whom he could not say was 
‘ " | of the same political complexion as him- 
, THE VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE self, but who had made an admirable 
BOARD OF EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, | speech strongly objecting to the power 
Cambridge University) : go | which this Bill proposed to give to county 
ment moved by the hon. Mem os = councils. He might lay himself open to 
has Just sat — not really an | the acidulated criticism of the right hon. 
ment on the Bill, but means an invitation | Gentleman if he ventured to quote what 
to the Committee to reject the Bill | the Northampton County Council had 
altogether. |done. All the same he would state it. 
i .,,| Many of the members of the county 
*MR. CHANNING : I beg — right | council were entirely opposed to each 
hon. Gentleman's pardon. e rejec-' other in politics, but the result of their 
‘tion of this sub-section will leave it per- | debate last week was that the whole 
can cae a — ete oo pth 2 een Te 
ass an AnIvY | were strongly in favour of efficient educa- 
sub-section with slight verbal amend- | tion, which would not be promoted if 
ments. | this Bill were passed into law. He would 
: | point out to the right hon. Gentleman— 
Sir J. GORST: If the Amendment | though, of course, that might be a matter 
‘were carried the whole substance of | too trivial for his interest, still it was a 
the Bill would be rejected and only a! matter of importance to the county of 
small fraction of it would be mee The | Northampton—that the great majority 
hon Gena hase enter 6 | which pated the retin atk 
seer oits . _**' that the powers proposed in the bi 
Ragone by oe a ve en — _ should not be given to the county councils 
vast week, and he has not produced any | and that majority was made up not of 
argument which was not then fully con- one but of il "political at Ap- 
sidered. I am sure the Committee do | parently the real reason for the fear of 
84 wish me to follow 299 in his speech ‘the Northampton County Council on 
and to review over and over again all) this subject was that a new duty and 
ope ts mgers i Poser menage ‘new labour would be thrown upon the 
‘and decided upon by the House. 1) council which they did not wish, and 
most certainly hope that the Committee | that at the back of it all there would be 
will not dwell very long eer — seed brought in a new question which in the 
Lgemgpeerngee pe gare a neath ate ge pagers snore, fee age 
5 : ~| would raise considerable feeling an 
ments on the Paper and see what altera- | possibly religious animosity, which, of all 
tions, if any, may be made upon it. ithe feelings in the world, this House 
’ ' , . | ought to do its utmost to prevent. Of 
MR. ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp- course this whole thing came from some 
wie, MGs ht the ha. neta pen athe, 
a: Z . | Cockerton, and they quite understoo 
age a ages _ ego oad that the county councils of England 
cee ies ; “4 pean *% = ame | heartily detested the name of Cockerton, 
Ss a | . . ° 
aeons and a rechauffe of the debate of | At the same time it was far too important 
last week. But the right hon. Gentle-, 4 matter to decide against the wishes of 
man must be absolutely unaware, in the localities, and he hoped his hon. 
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friend would go to a division, and that | Bill dealing with the whole question of 
the House would do its utmost to support | education and placing it into the hands 
the local authorities in rejecting the Bill. | of the county authorities whether he 
_ would have voted against it. What they 
*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., | objected to was a sort of municipalisation 
Elland) said that the right hon. Gentle-| Which this Bill proposed. It was a 
man in charge of the Bill had com-| Victory against the school boards of the 
plained that this was not an Amendment, | WFSt sort because they were not substi- 
but that this was a motion destructive of | tuting the municipal authority for an 
the substance of the Bill. The substance | ad hoc authority ; they were simply 
of what they wanted to do by this Bill | S@Ying that if the county councils pleased 
was to enable the school boards to con- | they might veto the work of the school 
tinue to do the work which they had | oards, 
been doing for many years past; and} There were two possibilities result- 
they wanted to find the simplest and most | ing from the first sub-section. First, 
satisfactory way of doing it. By cutting | that the county councils might univer- 
out the first sub-section they left in the | sally continue these schools. If so, the 
last sub-section to which some such| harm done by the Bill would be com- 
proposition might be added as that sug-| paratively small. But even there this 
gested by the hon. Member for North | sub-section was objectionable, because 
Worcestershire, by which exception | the extension of the work of the school 
might be applied to expenses incurred | boards would be prevented, and because 
before 31st July, 1902. In that event} there would be a very large amount 
the second sub-section would meet the | of friction between the two authorities, 





whole difficulty without any application 


whatever to the local authority, to which | 


the Government wished the school 
boards to apply. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said the other night that the 


Government could not consent to that be- | 


cause it would be a triumph for the 
school boards. Of course, as things 
stood now, it would undoubtedly cause 


But the other proposition, important 
for the Committee to consider, was that 
the county councils might impede the 
continuance of this work of the schoo. 
boards. It was, after all, not so very 
unreasonable to suppose that that was. 
what many of them would do. This 





Bill had been brought into existence by 
a speech from the Vice-President of the 


the friends of the school boards to chuckle | Council in which he made a direct attack 


if the Government were to throw over the | 


proposition of putting the consent into 
the hands of the county councils. But 
putting aside the fact that possibly 
they might for a moment gloat over it, 
the proposal of leaving it entirely in the 
hands of the Government to consent 
to the school boards continuing their 
work, would not extend the field of the 
work of the school boards at all, it would 
not commit Parliament to saying that in 
future they would not restrict the field 
of the school boards, and it would, in no 
sense whatever, recognise the ad hoc 
principle for the future. He wished 


upon these higher grade and evening 
continuation classes as worthless ; and 
what was that but an invitation to the 
county councils to suppress these classes ! 
What was that but an intimation that, 
in the opinion of the Government, it 
would be well if they did so? Then a 
minute had been issued which, apart 
from the Bill altogether, would destroy 
a great deal of the work which was. 
being carried on. As an indication 
of the tendency of the Government 
in the Bill, there was the fact that 
|the county councils were to be pre- 
'vented from setting up a_ greater 











to make it perfectly clear that a very | number of classes than existed at present. 
large number of Members even on that | Municipalities would be perfectly justified 
side of the House were not, and would | in regarding the action of the Govern- 
not be, committed to the ad hoc principle. | ment as an invitation to them to use the- 
Personally he did not look forward | power which was to be given to them 
to directly-elected authorities in all the|to suppress these classes. Was that 
counties controlling our education for | a prospect of which the Committee would. 
the future. He very much doubted | approve? Was it worth while for the 
if the Government had introduced a| sake of laying down a principle to rum 


Mr. Robert Spencer. 
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the risk of destroying the work which | among others, by the school boards. 
was now being done? Further, no|The hon. Member for the Elland 
opportunity was to be given to the local division spoke of the probable atti- 
authorities to set up anything in the|tude of the county councils and the 
place of these classes. Surely if these | municipalities with reference to the 
classes were not being carried out in a/ Bill, He could not speak for the 
manner that was satisfactory to the| county councils as he knew very little 
Education Department and to the Con-! about their work, but he was authorised 
servative party, an endeavour should be | to say on behalf of the Council of the 
made to improve and not to destroy | Municipal Corporations’ Association that 
them. Therefore he said the Govern- | they desired that the late Bill should be 
ment were beginning at the wrong end _| passed and that they thoroughly approved 
in attacking the great school boards. | of its municipal principle; and it had 
Many hon. Members would admit that | better be understood, once for all, that 
elementary education was unsatisfactory | whatever the boroughs could do to 
as far as the small school boards and further the main municipal principle 
the necessarily unprogressive voluntary of the Bill would be done. The 
schools were concerned, and every hon. | hon. Member for the Elland division 
Member would admit that secondary | apprehended that there would be fric- 
education could be improved ; but was tion and hostility, and he had said 
that any reason for attacking that part | that the Bill was an invitation to the 
of the education system, the large} municipalities to suppress certain schools 
school boards, which were the only the classes which were now being held. 
part of the education system which First of all, he did not think that the 
had been working excellently in the municipalities would for a moment 
past? The school boards were attempt-| consent to entertain any such invita- 
ing to fulfila duty which no other body tion. They would, he was firmly con- 
had attempted; and the Government  yinced, form an opinion on their own 
were now endeavouring to cut off their judgment, always considering that 
power to carry out the small amount. among the highest of all their interests 
of secondary and advanced education | was the improvement of the public 
which was given before there was any- education of the country. They had 
thing to replace it. He, and hon. Mem-' not worked in the direction imputed 
bers who thought with him, would take to them under the Act of 1889, one of 
every opportunity of protesting against the provisions of which was almost 
that, and would fight the Bill line by line. | identical with the provisions in the Bill 
| before the Committee, as it stated that 
*Srr ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, N.) | the municipalities might, on the appli- 
. ‘ cation of the school boards, aid certain 
said that a remark or two of the two : F 
‘ secondary forms of education ; and sums 
preceding speakers who had speculated as jad already been voted for that purpose 
to what action the county councils and to the school boards, and to these very 
the municipalities would be likely to) schools and classes, though apparently 
take led him to desire to make a few | without any general knowledge of the fact. 
remarks. The hon. Member for East | He could give numerous instances, and 
Northamptonshire, in protesting against | was it not a fair inference that the munici- 
the present proposed legislation, was | palities, animated with the highest desire 
attacking the wrong point altogether for bettereducation, wouldpursuethesame 
with reference to the matter, The course of action as regarded the present 
ditficulties which existed in giving| Bill. But to put the matter beyond 
Technical Instruction were due largely, ‘doubt as far as the municipalities were 
in Yorkshire at any rate, to want of | concerned, he would read a resolution 
both secondary and elementary educa-| ¥hich had been unanimously paseen 
tion, and though he admired in a very | : oo oe 
high degree the work of the heed the Education Committee of vn. 
boards, it seemed to him that the reflec- Municipal Corporations Association since 
tion of the hon. Member was a reflection | the first Reading of the Bill; a reso- 
on the elementary schools conducted, | lution which, he would add, would be 
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accepted, he had every reason to believe, |the late Bill had been unanimously 
by the Association. It was as follows— | carried by the council of the Municipal 
“That in the opinion of the Committee Coporations’ Association and communi- 
a liberal interpretation should, when the | cated to the Government, condemning 
Bill becomes law, be placed upon its provisions, | such a limitation of the rate, and adyo- 
ser a oe a be i ‘cating a power to very largely increase 
m in the pres y of | : Site 
the schools within the scope ef the Act.” educational expenditure. The hopes and 
fears which were being entertained 
the municipalities valued these schools | with regard to the action of the munici- 
and classes too much to take, in his| palities might, therefore, be alike dis 
opinion, any part in the suppression of | appointed, and he both hoped and 
work which they must know to be | believed their truly patriotic action 
vitally necessary both to the individual | would be directed to doing the best 
and also from the commercial point of | they could for the education of the people. 


view. Therefore it was idle merely to | lh hla : 
speculate on the subject as far as the| Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 


municipalities were concerned. On| W.R., Morley) said the hon. Gentleman 
the one side he heard fears openly who had just sat down had attempted to 
expressed as to the action of the reassure the Committee as to the future 
municipalities. On the other hand of the schools affected by the Bill, and 
it was suggested that there was | had tried to remove their fears as to the 
hope that the municipalities might be the continued existence of such schools ; but 
means of limiting education. All he | the Vice-President of the Council had 
could say was that, in his view, the fear | already stated that the schools which 
was misplaced and that the hope, if it the hon. Gentleman stated were of the 
existed, would, he trusted, be disappointed | utmost value to the country were only 
by the action of the municipalities. teaching ‘* cheap, shoddy, education.’ 

What the municipalities had done for Sir J. GORST: I never said any- 
public _ libraries, schools of art and | thing of the hind. What I ald on 
atoums, sid gymnasdia, and 0 ‘that there were certain schools which 
like, and also under the Technical as , 

: | gave shoddy education; but I never 
Education Act, gave the lie to any such | & eed dheit tn ull thee suhadla 
suggestion. The local patriotism of | a oS ; 
the municipalities would prevail in| yp. ALFRED HUTTON said that the 
the matter. They might be depended | pight hon. Gentleman stated that the 
on to know what was best for | education given by certain schools was 
their people, and to apply broadly | cheap and shoddy. 
and strongly the principles which ani- . 
mated hon. Gentlemen opposite, but | THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I must 
which they must not arrogate to them- | remind the hon. Member that it is cus 
selves alone. The resolution he had | tomary to accept the interpretation by 
read showed what the representative a Minister of his own words. 
educational body of the municipalities | : 
meant, and if any one imagined that they! Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that he 
would limit education he would venture | was not going to dispute that ; but the 
to reply that in their opinion nothing | speech which culminated in that expres- 
would be too costlyforeducation,onwhich | sion began with a reference to science 
depended the power and the welfare of | and art classes which would be affected 
the people of the country. Asa proof of by the Bill, and regarding which the 
the principles for which he wascontending | right hon. Gentleman used the expres- 
he would state that in the former Bill the | sion ‘“‘ cheap and shoddy.” 
municipalities considered that the limita- | 
tion of the rate toa ld. or 2d. was not; Sim J. GORST: The hon. Member is 
proper in dealing with the corporations. | entirely mistaken. 

Huddersfield, for instance, could do| 

nothing with its technical schools on | Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he was 
such a limited basis, and at tne instance | very sorry if he had misinterpreted the 
of that corporation, an amendment to | expression of the right hon. Gentleman, 


Sir Albert Rollit 















469 


but he 
to son 
referre 
grade 
noble 
suppor 
favour 
He sh 
noble . 
rity or 
questic¢ 
the va 
which 
section 
alone 
and se 
North. 
reject er 
rejectir 
they h: 
merely 
of the 
ton ju 
second 
ably. 
the Tre 
to bea 
hon. G 
great st 
told th 
real su 
clined 1 
tempor: 
Cockert 
therefo: 
whethe 
or whe 
great st 
educati 
substan 
claratio 
There wv 
If the 
wished 
classes | 
ment, | 
sub-sect 
had wit 
plished 
two yeé 
his hon 
hon. Ge 
by that 
work of 
writing. 
fearful | 
¢us ion 
would | 








468 


usly 
cipal 
\Uni- 
ning 
dyo- 
"ease 
and 
‘ined 
nici- 
dis- 
and 
tion 
best 
ople. 


ire, 
nan 
1 to 
ure 
and 
the 
but 
had 
ich 
the 
nly 


ny- 
was 
‘ich 


ver 


the 
the 
vas 


ust 
us- 


by 


he 
he 
es- 
1ce 


he 


eS- 


as 
he 


n, 








469 Education {15 Juty 1901} (No. 2) Bill. 470 


but he used the expression with reference | of the hon. Gentleman who had just 
to some classes in London, and he also | spoken to the possibility mentioned in a 
referred to certain classes in the higher | letter from the secretary of the Vice- 
rade schools in the country. The IP resident with reference to some of the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich | classes affected by the Bill. That letter 
supported the other day a resolution in| stated ‘ Sir John Gorst does not antici- 
favour of the proposal of the sub-section. | pate that there will be many such schools 
He should be the last to dispute the| hereafter.” 

noble Lord’s right to speak with autho- 
rity on any subject he wished; but he) giz J, GORST: What schools ? 
questioned his authority to speak as to 
the value of that proposal. The classes Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: The 


in pee — ps galore 4 schools affected by the Cockerton judg- 
— _ possible technical colleges | ™°?* 
and schools in the great towns in the ' ; a oa andy 

North. They had ae told that if they Sir J. GORS : The — nee 
rejected the sub-section they would be to were public elementary schools uni : 
rejecting the substance of the Bill; but the public Elementary Evening Schools 
they had also been told that the Bill was | Code, which by the Cockerton judgment 
merely a temporary expedient to get out | “T° restricted to giving elementary 
of the difficulty occasioned by the Cocker- | education to children under fifteen. 

ton judgment. If that were so, the 
second sub-section would suffice admir-| Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he had 
ably. He believed that the First Lord of | never heard before that the Cockerton 
the Treasury had stated that the Bill was judgment limited elementary education 
to bea temporary measure ; but the right to children under fifteen. One of the 
hon. Gentleman also said that it was a | judges stated that the age might be 
great step onwards. But when they were | sixteen or seventeen, and he did not 
told that the sub-section contained the | think that the right hon. Gentleman 
real substance of the Bill, they were in- | would find in any judgment that the 
clined to fear that it was not merely a. school boards were limited to teaching 
temporary expedient to get rid of the children under fifteen. 

Cockerton judgment, and he thought, | 

therefore, they were right in asking Sir J. GORST: We are advised that 
whether it was to be merely temporary, | the judgment would not safely allow 
or whether it was to be regarded as a/ any school board to expend school rates 
great step towards the future system of | in teaching children over fifteen. It will 
education of the country. The real} be within the knowledge of many hon. 
substance of the sub-section was a de-| Members opposite that the learned 
daration of war on the school boards.) counsel who appeared for the London 








There was no doubt about that whatever. | School Board in the case has also advised 
If the right hon. Gentleman merely | them to exactly the same effect. 

wished to give power to continue the, 

classes affected by the Cockerton judg- Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said the right 
ment, he could do that by the second hon. Gentleman had no need to bring in 
sub-section perfectly well. Anyone who a Bill and pass an Act of Parliament to 
had witnessed the splendid work accom-| try and make those things safe. It was 
plished by these classes during the last | not the duty of the right hon. Gentleman 
two years must support the motion of | to take an interpretation of the Cockerton 
his hon. friend. He thought the right judgment as to what would be safe, and 
hon. Gentleman was mistaken in trying | incorporate it in an Act of Parliament. 
by that sub-section to stereotype the It was his duty to come to Parliament 
work of the school boards to reading and | with a policy, and introduce a Bill which 
writing. He was led to be rather more) would not only secure, but also permit 
fearful now than he was during the dis- of the full development of, these classes 
cus ion on the Second Reading. Hej and schools. He was exceedingly sorry 
would particularly direct the attention | to see in the first sub-section an unneces- 
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sary exhibition of hatred of the school | school,boards. An hon. Member had said 
board system, which was a culmination | that what was really needed was a sus- 
of the plan of campaign which had been | pensory Bill, and he had been trying to 
carried on with more or less success since | find out what it was that hon. Members 
1896, in order to bring the school boards| considered that such a _ Bill was 
to their knees, and make it impossible for | going to suspend. It could not suspend 
them to carry out the functions and| anything unless it suspended the whole 
duties given to them by Act of Par-| machinery by which public bodies were 
liament confined within the proper limits of their 
functions. The High Court, in the 
*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that, like | exercise of a very well understood juris- 
many hon. Members on that side of the | diction, had ascertained that the school 
House, he had a great admiration for the| boards had been expending money which 
work of the school boards, and very great | they were not authorised to expend. If 
sympathy with them in their present|there was any statute or statutory 
position. He said candidly that if he| provision or administrative regulation 
thought the Bill pledged the Committee} which could be suspended, so as to 
to something in the nature of a deliberate! make this expenditure lawful, he would 
affront to the school boards, and to a| like to know what it was. He submitted 
policy which would destroy their work,| that nothing could be suspended 
he would not support it. But it was| which would make this expenditure 
because he did not believe anything of| lawful. Therefore they had to find 
the kind that he intended to vote for the | some direct means of making it lawful. 
principle of the Bill. Hon. Members| Accordingly, it was proposed to vest the 
spoke of the Bill in its educational aspect | control in the direct representation of the 
as though it were not a step forward. He | people who supplied the money which had 
controverted that proposition altogether. | to be expended, and no more democratic 
The Bill for the first time authorised the| proposal could be made to justify or 
expenditure of money out of the! legalise this expenditure than to place 
School Fund on schools giving edu- | the control in the hands of the people who 
cation to some extent, at any rate,| provided the money. 

of the character of secondary educa- | 

tion; and when hon. Members pro-| Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
tested that there was no educational | What about the school board ? 

benefit in the Bill he thought they over- | 

looked the fact that at the present time | *Mr. DUKE said that hon. Gentlemen 
the kind of education which the Bill| seemed to forget that the school board was 
would sanction was declared by the| elected by the cumulative vote ; that it 
Cockerton judgment to be illegal, so far | was not representative, in the true demo- 
as it was given out of the School Fund. | cratic sense that it represented by direct 
Therefore, the Bill would make an, and equal representation those out of 
advance, though perhaps not a very | whose pockets the money came. hat 
great advance, with regard to the educa-| was a means of preventing excesses. 
tional policy of the country. Itseemedto| Hon. Members talked lightly of the 
him that it pledged the House to a per-| teaching of dancing to grown people out 
manent support of education of | of the rates, but a good many of the rate- 
the kind which the Cockerton| payers considered it a great hardship that 
judgment declared could not be given| the money taken out of their pockets 
by the school boards. He submitted | should be used in such a way. He sup 
that that was a_ distinct advance | ported the Bill, and intended to vote forit, 
in an educational respect ; and that the| because he did not know of a more demo- 
Bill in that particular was a good Bill.| cratic manner of preventing excesses 
If the Bill were good in that particular, | and absurdities than that the expenditure 
what were the reasons which should| in question should be governed by the 
induce the Committee to reject it? It| people who found the money. He did 
was said that it was an attack on the| not think there could be a_ better 
school boards. He would ask the Com-| provision than this Bill contained for 
mittee to consider the position of the| the temporary administration of the 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 
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d sai . 
: = vhools. Two Members for North-|dancing was taught. The right hon 
at umptonshire had said that the county | Gentleman’s statement was that— 
mtg souncils did not want to interfere in this | 
was matter, and he was quite sure the bor ough | evening art classes of the School Board, which 
eter guncils did not, but at the same time, if | not only supplied the students with models 
pen there was any overlapping or excess in | and drawing materials, but with the canvas 


“How could they compete with the free 


whole wee : {and paints and everything they wanted for 
were the Madd lication the School Fund, then | the purpose? Naturally a poor student who 
their the interference of the councils would | has not got too many haltf-crowns in his pocket. 

he 4 less derogatory to the school board | will go to the free places instead of getting 
_ the than that of a governmental depart- | reo etter oo ee of 
juris- . ey ’)—yes, I venture to say the better in- 
chool ment. In the borough which he repre- | struction he would receive ina proper school: 


rhich wnted, he knew that since the county | of art. It is cheap and bad. The education 
porough council had had theadministra- | which you are spreading amongst the people is 


1. If tion of money for technical and cheap, shoddy education instead of the better 
utory ‘ |and higher education which we wish to 
ation weondary education, the school board | promote.” 

ree and the council had gone hand in} : 

ould gad; they had used the same building | He desired to support the Amendment 
= because so far as he could see the purpose 


ited ind had made the most of the money | : . : 
ued. F ntrusted to them, and he gathered | of this sub-section was to hamstring the 


nded om that that there would be no friction | School boards by putting them under 


iture ; > earner 
between them. Upon thos ds h {the county councils, an e protes 
reg eorted the Bill? ne | emphatically against the establishment 

eo | of so far-reaching a principle through the 


t the medium of a mere temporary measure in- 
fthe | Dr. MACNAMARA said that the |tended only to meet an unforeseen 
had. f Vice-President had complained that if | emergency. In 1895 a deputation from 
Tatle Bite Amendment was carried it would | the National Society, headed by the two. 


hi retard the whole effect of the Bill ; that | hie ai waited the ao . 
A ; wa of @ . : evonshire to press for a num 0 
eee ms, becuaes Sub-section . dis- | changes in mae system of elementary 

appeared there would still be Sub-section | éienabion. Practically all those changes. 

? to fall back upon, which permittedthe | jad now been made except one—the 

N.): J local Government Auditor to sanction | subordination of the school boards to the 


wpenditure immediately necessary, and | municipal authority which should revise 

they had only to extend that by “ twelve | its precept. On that point, the Duke 

eo uonths,”” and they got exactly what was of Devonshire said— 

waS @ \eing asked for. He h inciple | 

at it i vet al isiiilindil . ois re gc | “He understood they proposed a check, not 
i verbal inspiration would not be applied jy 4 public department, but by another local 

emo- § 0 this Bill, because after the debate on! authority, and that, no doubt, was a question 

irect. the Second Reading many Members on | well worthy very serious attention; but he was 


t of [loth sides of the House would like to see raid that whatever might happen between the 
That the details of the Bill altered before it | TW") S¢hool board and the county conned’ tey 
pan : would raise difficulties and a hotly contro- 


sses. Bbecame law. Referring to the statement verted question if they proposed that the 
the @ of the Vice-President that the education | accounts of school boards should be subject to 

yout Bviven in the London School Board’s °"trol by town councils, which, perhaps, 

rate- @ evening classes was ‘* cheap and shoddy,” = — sedis ease neal ia 
that J he pointed out that last year the Board | abit 

kets. B had 395 classes, and in only twenty of ‘That was carried out precisely in this 
sup- B these was dancing permitted, and that Bill. The proposal of the Bill was to 

or it, was with the express sanction of the subordinate the precepts of the school 

emo- Bright hon. Gentleman’s own officials. board to the town council. 

esses. The right hon. Gentleman would pro-| 

ture @hably deny that, but that was the state-| Sir J. GORST said that the sufficient 
the § ment made by the Chairman of the School and legitimate expenditure was made 
did § Board Committee on the previous Thurs- under Parliament. What his noble 

ster Play. The right hon. Gentleman’s strie- friend objected to was the submission of 
for J ture was applied to the whole of the art the legitimate expenditure of schoob 
the § classes, and not merely to those in which boards to the control of the town coun-- 
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cils. They were only to subordinate to| were not secured the right hon. Gentle received 
the town council expenditure that was| man said,— pill. T 
not legal. In the Bill the control WAS | « because the members of the Government were theif W 
limited to the expenditure for which the | selected from a class which was not entirely @ he thot 
school boards had no sanction. convinced of the necessity or the desirability of up ovel 

higher education for the people. They held dosed 
Dr. MACNAMARA suid he would like | opign which was sometine ered iy JO 
to know what expenditure was legal and | that there were certain functions which had to # ment ti 
what was not. The contention of the| be performed in the modern life of civilised attack | 
right hon. Gentleman could not be | Communities hte tec — performed by merrily 
maintained, because the right hon. Gen- people *gnerent and bruten. which | 
tleman had declined to say what was | Here they had the keynote of the Govern § hut, as 
legal and what was illegal expenditure | ment’s policy from the lips of the Educa- § was co 
on the part of the school board. The} tion Minister, and it found endorsement § being 1 
sub-section really repealed the Act of|in what Lord Salisbury said fn 1895 to § to dicta 
1870, because the Act gave the school the Brighton Conservative Association, J auditor 
boards absolute right to draw upon | Lord Salisbury then said— Bill ho 
local rates. They made up their budget | «7 confess I should like to see Mr. Forster's @ regard 
and saw what the deficiency was] statement that the rate would never exceed § School 
likely to be, and then sent  to/ threepence in the pound written in letters two § the hot 
the town council to make up the! feet long and placed over every school board § in his 
deficiency, and the town council whether | 8°00! in the country. Cocker 
it liked it or not had to find the money. | He thought after those statements he § sth ir 
They were bound to give the school | gould put his finger on the reason why § Board 
board what it wanted. This proposal | the Government seized on the Cockerton § the Cc 
was to put the veto in the hands of the | judgment, and out-Cockertonised Cocker- § “the 
municipal’councils, and why? Because | ton in this matter. accoun 
the Government knew that the municipal | Coming now to the details of this J present 
councils were less keen on primary | Sub-section, he pointed out that the § that th 
education than great school boards. The! Sub-section said, “they may  em- § require 
Government tried in 1896 to curb the} power the school board.’’ But supposing § accoun 
zeal of the school boards. Their pro-| that a municipal council did not empower § hall Co 
posal was abortive, and now there was}a school board, what happened! The § pupils | 
an attempt being made by an ingenious | work was brought to a standstill and a § jected 
flank movement to carry out the same | state of civil war ensued between the § of the 
operation, to leave the municipal councils | Jocal authorities, at the instance of a § policy 
the pleasant task of truncating the! Minister whose great desire was to secure § 1895. 
school boards, and to tie the school | Jocal harmony. The Government were, 
boards down to the absolute rudi-| indeed, proposing a scheme which was § THE 
ments. He was at a loss to under-| absolutely and grotesquely unworkable. § was in 
stand why the Government desired to tie |The school boards would have to go to § stood t 
the school boards down to the absolute|the town councils and submit their J rmar! 
rudiments which this sub-section attemp- | balance,sheets for each school, and the § tion be 
ted to secure. He had attempted to find | result would be haggling over each item, § argum 
out what the object was for so doing, | because the councils had no knowledge § subject 
and he thought he had done so in the! or experience of the Education Acts. Paper. 
speech which had been made by the’ Even if the town council was friendly 
right hon. Gentleman at Bristol, on 23rd | disposed, nobody knew what was legalor J Dr. 
December, 1897. On that occasion the | what was not. The school board did not § had be 
Vice-President referred to certain re-| know, the Cockerton judgment did not § the Cc 
forms which were urgently necessary|say, the right hon. Gentleman would § matter 
for the cause of national education. not say, and the town council certainly § Lord 1 
Those were the days when the right hon. | did not know, and there would be a § said th 
Gentleman made Progressive speeches | continual squabble between the town 
on education. The reforms included! councils and the school boards. A crop THE 


better teachers, longer school life, and | of perplexities had arisen already in towns 
better attendance; and in giving an like Gateshead and Leeds, where the 
answer to the question why those things | Circular of the Department had_ been 
Nir J. Gors?. 
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received anticipating the passing of this! Dr. MACNAMARA said he desired 
pill. The school boards could not see only to make clear what it was that the 
vent were their way to continue their schools, and Cockerton judgment decided. The Vice- 
entirely he thought that if they were to write President insisted that it laid it down 
bility of # yp over the doors of the schools “* school | that there should be no payment beyond 
whe. dosed by action of the Government,” | fifteen, but what Mr. J ustice Wills in his 
speeches it would very soon bring the Govern- | judgment said was that it was impossible 
hhadto § ment to its senses. Not only was this to lay down any definite boundary 
civilised attack on the school boards tproceeding | separating children from young men 
‘med by § merrily apace by departmental circular, | and young women, and he added— 
which he considered was most improper, | ; 
Govern §f but, as far as the school board for London | ,. “Practically, I suppose that somewhere 
Educa. vas concerned, a strong attempt was ing 16 ey is the highest an age that 
4 5 | has been arrived at which no one would 
sement f being made by a Member of this House | ordinarily call chiidhood.” 
1895 to # to dictate to the Local Government Board 
ciation, § auditor before the Second Reading of the | That was where the Government got its 
Bill how he ought to go to work with fifteen from. He protested against the 
Forster's @ regard to the expenditure of the London | narrowing down of that judgment, as 
r exceed # School Board. He read a letter from had been done, for the purposes of this- 
‘ters two # the hon. Member for Greenwich, written | Bill. He objected very strongly to this 
ol board # in his capacity as chairman of “the proposal, because it established a principle - 
(ockerton Defence Committee,” on the | of a far-reaching character which ought 
ents he J sth inst. to the Local Government | to be submitted to the House de novo and 
on why § Board drawing attention, on behalf of fought out in a fair and square manner, 
ckerton § the Cockerton Defence Committee, to|and not smuggled through in a short 
Cocker- J “the misleading manner in which | and temporary measure, and also because 
accounts had hitherto been drawn upand | the details were grotesquely unworkable, 
of this J presented for audit.” The letter urged and were bound to be followed by 
at the § that the London School Board should be | interminable local perplexity, haggling, 
* em- § required ‘‘to keep separate ledgers and | and squabbling. 
pposing § accounts for all work outside the White- | 
npower §f hall Code and for all work relating to, \r. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
! The § pupils over fifteen years of age.” He ob-| NW.) said he did not know of a single 
| and a @ jected to any anticipation of the decision | municipality that had had an oppor- 
en the J of the House, though this had been the | tunity of expressing an opinion on 
e of aff policy of the Government ever since|the ‘measure before the Committee. 
) secure 1895. | Although it might be perfectly true 


t were, ‘ ——" _ 'that a body, which, under ordinary 
ch was § Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN, who | circumstances, might be taken as repre- 
rkable. § was inaudible in the Gallery, was under- |sentative of the municipalities, had 
) go to § stood to intimate that the hon. Member’s | passed a certain resolution as stated by 

their remarks were not relevant to the ques-' the hon. Member for South Islington, 
nd the § tion before the Committee, and that his | the principle here involved was such an 
h item, J arguments must be confined to the | entirely novel one that it was somewhat 
wledge J subject of the Amendment upon the | a 













4 | dangerous for the hon. Member to specu- 
_ Acts. | Paper. late as to what the municipalities would 


riendly " ; . or would not do. For the first time in 
legal orf =~ Dr. MACNAMARA said the question | pig municipal experience he had recently 


did not § had been raised in the debate as to what had an opportunity of attending a 
lid not § the Cockerton judgment decided in the meeting of the Municipal Corporations 
would matter of age; that letter of the noble | Association, and from the way in which 
rtainly § Lord to the Local Government Board |the Education Bill at that time before 
1 be a § sid that the age—— the House was brought forward and dis- 
| town cussed by the body, he did not think they 
A ro?) = Tas DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that | had much interest in the work or any 
| toWTS @ the hon. Gentleman was now apparently | great desire to advance the cause of 
re the tenewing the argument which he had | education. The representatives on that 
A been just ruled as out of order, association were largely town clerks of 
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different boroughs and municipalities, | processes be stopped? But the right 
and in keeping with human nature | hon. Gentleman went much further than 
generally, they probably would not object | that, for after stating that in this particu. 
to increased powers being put into their 'lar the school boards were exceeding 
hands. But such a body was not neces- | the functions for which they were origin. 
sarily representative of the municipalities | ally designed, he said— 
themselves, and while he did not argue} «In the absence of any more regular mode of 
that the municipalities if this duty were | providing the people with the secondary edu- 
cast upon them, would not do the best | cation which the necessity of the time so urgently 
| demands, their proceedings are undoubtedly 


they could ,he was not disposed to accept | @¢ 
y or PY highly approved by the people for whom they 


a resolution of that association as war- | : m th 

ranting the assurance that the highest | = poe eae Seed bei 
interests of education would be con-| direction without providing some better alter. 
sidered. As a general rule, in these | ative method by which the wants of the 
times of extended municipal work, | public would be supplied would be unpopular.” 
borough and county councils had quite | The right hon. Gentleman was now doing 
as much to do as they could deal with. | what he then said would be unpopular, 
and so far asthe present Bill was con- | No authority was established by this Bill, 
cerned, they had had no time to con-| Much as the Education Bill No. 1 was 
sider its scope or the additional burden | objected to, he thought in that respect 
it would impose upon them. His) it was better than the present Bill. Here 
conviction was that those councils! no authority was provided. The position 
which were not opposed to the spread of | was that the school board had to go to 
education would at once, without any | the council ; the council would have no 
consideration whatever, refer the matter time to consider the question ; it would 
to their technical committees, while those | either have at once to give carte blanche 
which had opposing views in regard to to the school board to go on—and if it did 
education would immediately get into’ that where was the value of the applica- 
friction with the school boards. As he tion ?—or if it declined to do that it would 
understood, all that they could do have to go into the details of the work 
was to give permission to the school | of the school boards, and all the friction 
boards to go on with the work’! to which reference had been made would 
which had been declared to be illegal. | arise. The borough councils were not 
But assuming they desired not to’ sufficiently in touch with the work of 
give that permission, they had the school boards to pass an_ intelligent 
great power of determining whether| judgment. He admitted that on the 
or not this work should goon. The hon. | whole the technical education work had 
Member for Plymouth had said that this | been well done, and the money provided 
was an Education Act, because it pledged largely expended for that purpose. 
the House to that branch of education But so recently as the previous week one 
which had been declared to be illegal. The county council had voted £1,600 from 
Bill pledged the House to nothing of the | the technical education fund to the reduc- 
kind. It simply gave town and county tion of the rates, and that course might 
councils power to permit the school boards | be followed still further when these bodies 
to go on with the work for a year. So | had to deal with the question of higher 
far from pledging the House to that) grade education. Another serious ques 
work, it seemed rather to put a block! tion in connection with this Bill was as 
in its way ; it certainly blocked the way | to how far it was to be the means of 
to any extension of the work for the | extending the functions of the borough 
next year. That was a very serious councils in regard to primary education. 
part of the question. If this higher; Whatever county and borough councils 
elementary education had been a benefit | might feel with regard to secondary 
to the community, why should it be! education, he did not believe there were 
stopped even for twelve months? Five | ten municipalities in the kingdom which 
years ago the Vice-President referred to | would be willing to undertake the work 
the higher grade schools as “ processes of primary education. The House had 
of the elementary education system.” If been told that this measure was simply 
that were so, why should those legitimate | the embodiment of a principle. Appar- 

\ 


Mr. George White. 
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ently that principle was that ultimately | some light as to the way in which this 
all education, primary, secondary, and/| Bill is regarded in the country. There 
technical, should be dealt with by one | have been the opinions of county councils. 
authority, and that that authority should | We have had the remarkable deliverance 
be the county and borough councils. He | in which the county council of Northamp- 
had never heard of a single borough | tonshire express the deliberate opinion 
council the members of which would | that they are entirely unfitted to take up 
admit that they were competent to deal | the work it is proposed to cast upon them, 
with such a vast subject as that, and if it | and practically requesting us not to pass 
was necessary for the advancement of) this Bill or to throw upon them functions 
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education that there should be one autho- | 
rity, the House should pause before | 
passing this Bill, and thereby laying a 

foundation upon which it was intended | 
to graft the duties of primary education. | 
By the circumstances under which this | 
Bill had been placed before the House, a _ 
great injury was being done to education | 
all round. Antagonistic feelings were | 
being aroused where there ought to be 

a universal desire to work out some great | 
scheme for the benefit of the country. 

The only way in which such a scheme | 
could be devised was by all parties work- | 
ing together, and not by attacking the 

one authority which had accomplished 

what little had been done for secondary 

education. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I under- 
stand that the object of this Amendment 
is simply to maintain the status quo. 
It differs from other Amendments on 
the Paper, because those other Amend- 
ments propose to bring in other autho- 
rities, which are in some way to exercise 
a control over the action of the school 


which they cannot discharge. I suppose 
they have come to that conclusion be- 
cause they feel they have not the proper 
knowledge. How can they have the 
knowledge? How can they possibly 
know what are the conditions under 
which school boards ought to expend 
money in keeping up higher grade 
schools or continuation classes in some 
parts of their vast area? There may 
not be any member of the county council 
from the particular district, and even if 
there is, is a matter of this magnitude to 
be left entirely to him to settle? We have 
also had an expression of opinion, which 
I am sure the whole House regards with 
great deference, from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Dartford 
division. He does not think that this is 
a good ora workable plan. Then we have 
the views of the hon. Member for South 
Islington. The argument put forward 
on this side of the House against this sub- 
section is that it provides an unworkable 


_plan—that it would involve a great deal 
| of friction and delay in communication, 


| and that the local authority would not be 





boards. There are Amendments stand-| Competent to deal with the questions 
ing in the names of the hon. Members for , submitted to them. The hon. Member 
the Leigh and Rossendale Divisions and | for South Islington meets that argument 


others, which do not restore the status | in this way. He says the difficulties in 


quo pure and simple, but which propose | 
that the school boards should be enabled | 
to go on spending the money, subject to | 
the control either of the local authority | 
or the Board of Education, or both. The | 
present Amendment, however, brings | 
in no other authority ; it simply allows 
the school boards to go on as at present, 
and it is to be supplemented at a later, 
stage by an Amendment providing that | 
the Local Government Board should | 
have the power of sanctioning expendi- | 
ture illegally incurred for the next year. | 
It may be asked why an Amendment | 


} 


has been brought up simply to maintain 
the status quo. It is for the reason that | 
since the Second Reading we have had | 


| regard to the unworkability of the plan 


will not arise because the borough councils 
are just as keen about education as any- 
one else, that they are just as eager as 
the school boards to have education 
carried on; in other words, that they 
will go as far as, and perhaps farther than, 
the school boards. Further they cannot 
go, because under this sub-section they 
are not allowed to grant powers to the 
school boards to carry on anything which 
has not been carried on during the last 
twelve months. But, at any rate, the 
hon. Member says they will go as far. 
What is the result of that argument ? 
It is that the borough councils will not 
cut down the work of the school boards ; 
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in other words, that they will not exert 
that checking and restraining influence 
which the Bill seems to contemplate, 
that they will not subject the proposals 
of the school boards to that economical 
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commend to them the Amendments of 


/my hon. friends the Members for the 


| Leigh and the Rossendale Divisions, 
|In those Amendments they will find a 
compromise which I think they might ac- 


scrutiny, and that tendency to pare down | cept, because, under them, the expendi- 


and haggle overlittle items of expenditure, | ture incurred by the school boards will be 


which apparently is expected. In fact, | subjected to some external control, and 
as I gather from the hon. Member, the | it will be for that external control to say 
borough councils will probably take, whether or not the expenditure should 
the same view generally as we are assured | continue. At the same time a means 
the London County Council are going | of enabling the school boards to carry 
to adopt, namely, that they will say| on the work, much simpler and easier 
to the school boards, “ Go on, and our | than that suggested in the Bill, will be 
blessing be upon you!” In that case} found. If either of those Amendments 
this Bill is not needed. The expenditure | were accepted it would save us from the 
will not be cut down. The borough | necessity of debating this Bill at such 
councils and the London County Council | great length, and it would deliver both 
will sanction all this expenditure, and | the school boards and the local authorities 
the object contemplated by the Bill will | from a great deal of trouble. If, however 





not be achieved. |the right hon. Gentleman is unable to 
| hold out any hope of acceding to either 
of those Amendments, we should be 
| obliged to vote for the present proposal, 
'as being a great deal better than the 


very cumbrous, difficult, and_ highly 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): Where is that contemplated 1 


Mr. BRYCE: I understand the whole 
argument of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to be that school boards were in- 
dulging in expenditure which they ought 
not to indulge in, and that another 
authority must be set up to check or stop 
them in their headlong course. 


Sir J. GORST: I entirely repudiate 
the suggestion. 


Mr. BRYCE: I should like to know 
what else the right hon. Gentleman 
meant. He is not usually lacking in 
lucidity. I should say that lucidity and 
precision are among those qualities with 
which he fascinates the House, but 
apparently he has been completely mis- 
understood in being supposed to have 
deprecated the work of school boards, 
and to have declared that this expenditure 
ought not to be allowed to continue. 
I have come to the conclusion that this 
part of the Bill is unnecessary, and that 
the Government will really lose nothing 
by dropping this sub-section. But if the 
Government are unable to go so far as 
that, if, with their legal scruples, they 


think the school boards ought not to be | 


allowed to spend this money, and get it 
sanctioned as a matter of course, I would 


Mr. Bryce. 





| controversial course proposed by the 


Government. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.) 
pointed out that since the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill not only had there been 
expressions of opinion on the part of 
local bodies to whom this new jurisdiec- 
tion was to be delegated, but there had 
also been a pronouncement from* an 
authority even more eminent in relation 
to this matter—the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dartford, the predecessor 
of the present Vice-President of the 
Council. That right hon. Gentleman 
knew the responsibility ofthe Depart- 
ment in regard to this question, the 
extent to which these schools ought to be 
earried, and the conditions under which 
they should be conducted, because he 
and the Department with which he had 
been associated were responsible for the 
origin of the present system of education. 
The right hon. Gentleman had used a 
very strong argument in favour of the 
Amendment which, unfortunately, he 
had not yet used in the House. He had 
pointed out that the Department which 
had encouraged the formation of these 
evening schools and continuation classes, 
and had allowed the whole of this higher 











grade education system to grow up, 
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its of ff should” undertake the responsibility of| which borough councils might take. 
: the determining the extent to which, and rd The principle which was set up in this 
sions. principle upon which, the work should be | Bill might be productive of great danger. 


nd a allowed to continue for another twelve | Educational authorities were not elected 
ht ace fj months. Surely the question of whether | on political lines, whereas borough 
vendi- or not the education should be sanctioned | councils sometimes were, and thus 
ill be for twelve months longer ought to be| there was the risk of political bias being 
and § [eit to an authority which was cognisant introduced. No doubt they might look 
o say of the nature of the education established, | for enlightenment in the great county 
1ould §f and which could regulate it so that it boroughs, but the smaller boroughs 
1eans § might be carried on in all parts of the| would be merged in the counties and 
varry ff country on the some lines and under would be controlled by the educational 
asier the same conditions rather than that such sympathies of the counties. Did the 
ill be a thankless and honourless obligation | right hon. Gentleman not see great 
rents should be cast on the county councils,| danger in this state of things? He 
athe & leaving education to be strangled,! must feel that the apprehension ex- 
such § smothered, or allowed to continue as the | pressed in so many quarters of this 
both § various local authorities might determine. | House was well founded. 

rities 9 lt was said that this extraordinary| They had already heard from two 
every machinery, by means of which the right | hon. and gallant Members who repre- 
le to hon. Gentleman washed his hands of all | sented two Divisions of Essex what might 
ither @ responsibility and cast it on the local! be looked for in that county. Those 
1 be § suthorities, was introduced with a view| speeches indicated the peril the right 
posal, to esta blishing a principle. What was| hon. Gentleman was running without 
1 the § that principle? And what was its value the slightest justification and in the 


ighly § «a guide to further legislation? The alleged belief that he was establishing 
the § oly principle to be extracted from the! some principle of great value. The 


Bill was that of the subordination of an | county councils were to decide upon what 
authority elected for purely educational | term, to what extent, and upon what 
s, S.) purposes to a body not elected for that | conditions education was to be carried on 


Read- § purpose. rhis meant that one repre-| for the next twelve months, and if the 
been sentative body elected for the purposes | system proposed did not entirely extin- 
rt of Joi education had to submit itself guish the system of education which the 
° . 7 , 1 ; . . . 

isdic- to the control of another body) hoard schools had established it might 


shad § dected for an entirely different pur-| yery much cripple that system and place 
nt an fp yse. Did the right hon. Gentleman | the school boards in a very awkward 
ation @ contend that the establishment of such a position. The right hon. “Gentleman 
eman § jrinciple would assist him in the organi- | had now an opportunity to put an end 
essor sition of the new educational authority | to this controversy. It he would accept 
the hich in twelve months time was to! the Amendment in principle and under- 
eman ‘te charge of the whole education of the take that his Department should decide 


part- §country? They had heard of various this question, or would allow an appeal 

the § wthorities which were to  regu-| to his Department from county councils 
to be lite primary and secondary education | who might refuse to give a school board 
vhich § in the future. There was, in the first | power under the Bill, the opposition 


e he @ place, the scheme contained in the) to the Bill would end. 
> had ibandoned Bill. How did this proposal | 


} 


r the assist the establishment of that scheme 2 | = 
tion. § by arranging that for one year, | Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
sed a md one year only, the educational | ford) said that, as some remarks of his 
f the York of the school boards of the country | had been referred to, he desired to say 
. he § should be subordinated to bodies elected | a few words. It was perfectly true that 
shad § or municipal purposes and for the| he enjoyed a Saturday half-holiday in 
shich § ‘rious forms of local self-government. | opening some new board schools, and in 
these §/i the right hon. Gentleman got his| reply to a strong appeal by the chairman 
asses, g)tinciple out of this extraordinary | that he should state his views he made 
igher §™chinery it would be of no value. 'some remarks. Probably owing to the 
up, {Reference had been made to the action | fact that speeches did not travel well this 
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hot weather many of his remarks assumed | out of the difficulty. He wished to say 
a shape to which he could not give any|why he voted for the Second Reading 
correct recognition whatever. He had|of this Bill. For many years he had 
been in the main correctly quoted by the | taken a deep interest in this question, 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. Hej} and each year he took a keener interest 
said that this very grave difficulty was} in educational questions, and watched 
essentially a departmental matter. Hej|them more closely, and, as far as he 
also said that during the six years he was | understood it, they were really raising 
Vice - President higher grade schools | a great contention here about a very small 
never had a more earnest advocate and| matter. This Bill had to deal with a 
supporter than himself, and that he was very grave difficulty owing to a legal 
not singular as a Vice-President in that. | judgment, and to get them out of that 
He pointed out how it was they found | difficulty this statutory enactment was 
themselves in this great difficulty and|to be made. To his mind, it was an 


how other Vice-Presidents had done as|emergency question. In some of these 








he had and shirked it ; how they knew 


the almost impossible task of framing a | 


good system of higher education, and 
how, like other Vice-Presidents, he had 
welcomed an advance from whatever 
quarter it came. 


ing the cause of education. He did sug- 


gest that it was a departmental matter, | 


and that it would have been better if the 
Department had come to Parliament and 
asked Parliament to help them out of 


the difficulty into which they had got. | 


As he understood it, the position in which 
the Committee found themselves was 
one of extreme simplicity. The Bill was 
introduced to meet an emergency, and 
while he should always vote for the 


establishment of one local responsible | 


authority in the matter of education, 
he repudiated altogether the suggestion 
that in voting for this Bill he voted for 
any such authority as was embodied in it 
as it stood. The First Lord of the Treasury 
was appealed to by the right hon. Member 
for South Aberdeen as to whether this 
Bill proposed to establish a new principle, 
and he understood his right hon. friend 
to deny this. The county borough 
councils and the municipalities of which 
his hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington had spoken must be the founda- 
tion of educational authority to be 
set up. Those bodies, of course, must be 
strengthened and supplemented before 
they would have anything like full con- 
fidence in the country. 
eard once and for all the question of 
establishing any great principle by this 
Bill, and come to the position in which 
they found themselves. What he ad- 
vocated on Saturday last was the notion 
that the Education Department should 
be responsible for getting the country 


Sir V. Hart Dyke. 


He was merely plead- | 


He would dis- | 


schools it was a matter almost of weeks 
and days. It was utterly impossible for 
these authorities in the time given to 
them to go into the various questions 
of the maintenance of the schools, the 
}eurricula, and staff. Nearly all those 
| authorities had been dealing directly with 
some kind of secondary education, 


| In most of the counties, and in nearly 
fall of them where the Customs and 
Excise money had been applied, they had 
been dealing year by year with increased 
success with technical education. He 
believed that the decision arrived at in 
Liverpool and by the London County 
‘Council would be followed, andth at all 
these authorities in turn would say to 
the school boards, ‘‘ Go full steam ahead,” 
and would give them full liberty to carry 
(on their work. He could not believe 
it possible that in a countylike Northamp- 
| ton they would practically tell the civilised 
| world that they cared so little about 
education as to absolutely forbid the 
|school board proceeding in this matter 
| He did not see why in this midsummer 
| heat they should occupy two or three 
| nights in the discussion of extraordinarily 
| difficult matters, and thought two 
|hours debate would do for the whole 
| question involved. That question lay in 
/a nutshell. As practical men, did they 
| or did they not believe that any of these 
| authorities would refuse to allow a single 
| school to continue its work ? He was not 
/a young member of the House, and he 
refused to allow it to be said that he had 
| been saying things outside the House 
| which he was afraid to repeat inside. It 
was quite true that he did criticise some 
what the attitude of some of his hon. 
friends, and of his right hon. friend the 
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Vice-President with regard to the school | on the old lines, and it may curtail some 
board. He was no advocate of the! of the educational facilities which now 
school board system as against voluntary | exist. We are told that this Bill has been 
schools, or, as regarded education alone, | put in its present form, and not as one 
of the voluntary schools as against the | simply to maintain the status quo, because 
school board. He did and always should | it introduces a large principle. If large 
value as a necessity, from the point of | principles are contained in this Bill, then 
view of the members of the Church of | undoubtedly there must be a certain 
England, the religious education which | amount of large discussion. I will come 
was obtained in their own schools. But | to the question of principle in a minute or 
he had felt most strongly that his right , two, but I wish to say, first,that whatever 
hon. friend’s speech had been unneces- differences of opinion we may have about 
sarily aggressive against the school boards. | the principle, and however anxious we 
He may have made a mistake, however, | may be to see a new principle introduced, 
for his right hon. friend had now re-|as has been hinted at in the Bill now 
pudiated the idea. The remarks of his | before us, I think we should feel that a 
which had been quoted were uttered | new departure of this kind should not be 
in reply to an appeal made to him by the | introduced and prefaced by an attack 
chairman of the school board, and that | upon the school board system. If school 
board was only three years old. But | boards are to go, let them give place to a 
whether he looked at this question from big new system, with full, large powers, 
the point of view of a political partisan and let them be worked into such a 
or from a much higher point of view it | System, so that full use may be made of 
was a great pity that the school boards | their experience. But let it not be done 
of this country should at this moment | by dragging out everything peculiar or 
feel irritation in regard to their treat-| eccentric which may have happened 
ment. The only possible chance of | under the school board in certain places, 
settling these great questions was for | putting that in a prominent light, with a 
hon. Members on both sides to meet and | few perfunctory sentences as to their good 
work together, and endeavour to solve | Work ; let it be done with an ample recog- 
this important problem, the solution of | nition of the work they have done.’ 
which none of them wished to see in- The speech of the Vice-President must 
jured by any needless irritation. In| have had a depressing effect on every 
conclusion he wished to say that he school board. We all want to see one 
thought it was only right to make these authority for education established, but 
few remarks by way of explanation. surely we ought to have time allowed us 
to carefully consider this point. I under- 
Sik EDWARD GREY (Northumber- stand that my hon. friends behind’ me 
land, Berwick): The right hon. Gentle- have a good deal of sympathy with the 
man who has just sat down always development of education under county 
attracts the sympathies of the whole and borough councils, not only from the 
House upon the question of education, point of view of education, but from the 
because he never speaks upon this subject point of view of what is as urgently 
from the point of view of a political needed as anything else in this country, 
partisan. We have listened to his speech namely, the free development of local 
upon this question, not only with great government. If you lay upon municipal 
interest, but with great deference. The councils a great charge and obligation 
right hon. Gentleman has said that this to oversee the interests of education in 
sub-section mght be settled in a two their own areas ; to see that the supply 
hours debate because in practice the is sufficient, and to co-operate with the 
status quo would be maintained. If that Education Department in seeing that 
is so, why did they not have a simple there is an ample supply from top to 
sub-section to that effect ? If that was | bottom in their own area, then I say that 
on the face of the Bill,then there would be we should have some approach to a 
comparatively little difference of opinion | perfect system, under which, I believe, 
amongst us. The sub-section, even at our county borough and our municipal 
the best, will only maintain the status quo, councils would rise to the occasion and 
and it must arrest possible development | show a spirit which they have not had 


— §2 








491 Education 


any opportunity of showing up to the 
present. But that is not what this sub- 
section does. If a great scheme was 
before us, and it became necessary to 
subordinate the school boards, and dove- 
tail their work into some great scheme, 
then there might be more to be said for 
what this Bill proposes to do. I am not 
prepared to see any curtailment of the 
work of the school boards until we have 
something better to put in their place. 
This Bill is going to discourage one prac- 
tical working authority without inspirit- 
ing any other authority. We are told 
that this is the application of a new prin- 
ciple, but it is really a setting back as 
regards its practical working. It is 
creating possibilities of friction which 
must be detrimental to the work of the 
school boards, and which cannot encou- 
rage the county councils. Why, then, 
should we have the Bill at all? Over- 
lapping is not so serious but that it could 
be tolerated for another year. If the 
Bill is only for one year, why is it necessary 
to pass it at all? We are told that the 
reason is because the work done by the 
school boards is now illegal. In that case 
the choice before the Government is 
either to bring in a Bill to make the 
practice of the school boards illegal, or else 
to bring in a Bill setting up a new prac- 
tice altogether. When you have a prac- 
tice well established, which was so much 
encouraged by the Education Depart- 
ment at one time, and by many people 
who sympathised with the work which 
the school boards were doing, surely the 
simplest way to have dealt with this 
question would have been to make a law 


{COMMONS} 


| 


which for one year would have left the) 
in thinking that the local authorities will 


old practice alone, rather than establish 
a new principle which must have a dis- 
couraging effect, so far as it has had any 
effect at all. This new practice must 
diminish educational facilities as long as 
the Bill lasts. I do not dispute the good 
intentions of the Government. If they 
had brought in a large, comprehensive 


measure I am sure it would have received , 


fair and considerate treatment from the 
House, which is anxious to see a depar- 
ture made in secondary education. If 
the Bill is passed in its present form, 
establishing what the Government con- 
sider a new and satisfactory principle, 
then I fear it may become not a tem- 
porary, but a permanent measure, or one 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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to carry on from year to year, and 
although I do not accuse the Govern- 
ment of want of honesty of intention, | 
am afraid from the experience of the past, 
and knowing how the House is now 
paved with good intentions, that either 
I must regard this Bill as not only a step 
backward in itself, or regard it with 
apprehension, because it may be putting 
further off the time when we shall havea 
really big Bill dealing with the question. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope we may 
be now allowed to divide upon this 
Amendment. [Opposition cries of “ No, 
no.”| I merely make the request ; it 
rests with hon. Gentlemen whether they 
will grant it. At any rate, as I think the 
discussion may now terminate, my obser- 
vations will be exceedingly brief. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down has 
made a rosy forecast of the advance of any 
big measure which may be introduced in 
a subsequent session. I hope the hon, 
Gentleman’s forecast will prove true of 
‘the Bill which the Government hope to 

introduce next year ; but I confess that, 
from the hostile treatment which the 
education schemes of the Government 
have met with in past times from those 
who profess to be friends of education, 
who, so far as I can see, resist every Bill 
for the reform of education, I do not 
anticipate a smooth and flowery path for 
any measure of ours, no matter on what 
lines it may be drawn. But we have 
now to deal with the present Bill. The 
hon. Gentleman puts this question 
to us :—** You may be right in thinking 
that this Bill will not stop the work of 
secondary education ; you may be right 


in no case interfere with the work now 
being carried on by the school boards. 
Granting that,” says the hon. Gentle- 
man, “ why do you want the Bill at all ! 
Why cannot you simply legalise the 
process which has been declared illegal 
bythe court?” That is a very plain and 
simple question, to which I endeavoured to 
givean answerin the debate on the Second 
Reading. All are agreed on both sides of 
the House that the Cockerton judgment 
requires legislation of some kind. It is 
not possible at this time of the session to 
carry a complete measure dealing with 
the situation. We are therefore reduced 
to the only remaining possible course, 


| 
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not be a complete but a tentative measure, 
and which shall be adequate to deal with 
the difficulty we have been placed in by 
the recent decision of the court. Now, 
we say that under the circumstances it is 
possible to have a Bill without sanctioning 
some principle or another. You must 
do something. No doubt you do not do 
it completely. No doubt anything done 
in this Bill cannot lay down the lines 
upon which a complete measure should | 
proceed. But there are two alternatives. 
You must either declare that you think 
the school boards are the proper autho- 
rities for dealing with secondary educa-. 
tion, or you must lay down the contrary 
proposition that the local authorities 
either by itself or by a committee, to 
which subsegently other members may 
be added, is the proper authority to dis- 
charge that duty. I say that every man 
who holds—as I believe all must hold— | 
that the local authority is the proper 
body for dealing with secondary educa- 
tion is bound to vote for this Bill. The 
argument advanced against us is that 
the Bill will have the collateral effect of | 
checking education. I do not believe a 
word of it. I say there is nothing in this 
Bill which will cause the closing of a 
single school which is required for carry- 
ing on secondary education. It is prob- 
able that in certain places the local 
authority and the school board may 
decide to close some schools that are 
overlapping in the interests of the others. 
That would be an advantage. It is 
probable that in most cases the local | 
authority will say to the school board 
“We have not sufficient time to deal with | 
this question, and we authorise you 
togoon.”’ That, perhaps, would in most 
cases be a wise course, and I think it is 
the course they generally will take. But 
I am absolutely confident that all 
these predictions about education being 
stopped will be falsified, and all the | 
political rubbish which masquerades in | 
the guise of educational enthusiasm will | 
be absolutely exposed by the experience 
of the next few months. The hon. Member | 
for North Camberwell says it will be 
right, and may perhaps be the duty of 
the school boards, to chalk up upon the 
doors of these closed schools, ‘“‘ No school ; | 
closed by order of the Government.” | 


Was there ever an educationist who so | 
\ 
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which is to introduce a Bill which shall | 
/moment as a party politician ? 
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successfully disguised himself for the 


No such 
danger need be apprehended. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The Gateshead 
School Board declared they could not 
keep the schools open because of the 
perplexity of the Government’s pro- 
posals, 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: The Leeds 
School Board has come to a similar 
resolution. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Are we, then, 
to understand from hon. Gentlemen 
who have occupied all these hours in 
praising up the school boards that there 
are two school boards in the country so 
absolutely oblivious to the interests of 
education, so indifferent to the interests 
of the class which hon. Gentlemen have 
at heart, that without a moment’s con- 
sultation with the local authorities they 
are prepared to shut up their schools ? 


Dr. 


schools. 


MACNAMARA: Their 


night 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Until I see the 
day schools or the night schools of Gates- 
head and Leeds shut up I cannot believe 
the suggestion of hon. Gentlemen. The 
House in adopting this Bill will take a 
course in favour of educational reform, 
and in taking that course 1 am quite 
certain they will not in any district of 
the country check even for a moment 
the healthy progress of secondary educa- 
tion. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): If the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks the tone in which he 


has addressed the House is one likely to 


lead to the progress of the Bill, he is very 
much mistaken. I can only conceive 
that in adopting this tone the right hon. 
Gentleman puts himself out to rival the 
methods adopted by the Vice-President. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Dartford must -be very much dissatis- 
fied with that speech. The Bill raises 
no principle we are told. It merely 
allows the county council to continue 
what the school board has begun, and 
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that that is the end of it. What, then, 
has become of your great principle? We 
are really to determine whether the 
education of the country is to be en- 
trusted to the county council or not. 
That may be a good plan or a bad plan, 
but this harum scarum way of establish- 


ing a new principle in the education of 
the country is unstatesmanlike. This 


is the sort of scrimble scramble way in 


which the Government conducts every- | . ; ; ; 
abortions | @ this country being passed without full 
g s | : 


They excuse this on the ground | 


thing. We have had two 
already. 
that it is ‘‘ only a little one’; but a little 
one may carry very 
sequences to its parents. Yet we are 
asked to go on and dispose of this Bill. 
Either this involves a great principle or 
it does not. If it does not involve a great 
principle it is extremely badly drawn. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
county councils will agree to everything 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : There 


are two things that must be known with 
reference to the Bill before it is disposed 
of in this haphazard way by the Govern- 
ment—one is what are the opinions of 
the town councils, and what are the 
opinions of the school boards. I protest 
against a measure of the kind including, 
as the right hon. Gentleman says, a great 
revolution in the principles of education 


discussion. We had a full discussion 
some years ago, and we know what was 
result. We know what were the 


| and one of the reasons why at that time 


that the school boards propose, and that | 


if there are any bodies that will act dis- 
gracefully, they will be the school boards 
of Leeds and Gateshead, and without 
knowing anything whatever of the cir- 
cumstances of the cases the right hon. 
Gentleman stands up and scolds the 
school boards of Leeds and other places 
in a tone which I venture to say he is not 
entitled to use. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken. I say that if 
they acted in the way they are described 


as having acted they deserved to be | 


scolded. But I learn that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Leeds is wrong. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: I under- 
stand that the Leeds School Board has 
come to the resolution that it would be 
impossible for them to continue the 
responsibility of carrying on their present 
evening continuation schools. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe that 


is not so. 


Sire WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


time the Government. knew. 


; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No communi- 


Education. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


the Government ignominiously failed 
was because the Bill was a violent at- 
tempt on the part of the Government to 
impose on the town councils of the 
country jurisdiction they did not desire 
to have. What business have we to- 
night, after two or three hours discussion, 
to come to such a conclusion as this, 
without giving time to the town councils 
of the country to express their views on 
this subject, so that we may at all events 
proceed in dealing with this question 
with some knowledge of it ? It is quite 
clear the Government do not now possess 
that knowledge. Their domest ¢  stra- 
tegy is equal to their military strategy. 
The Leader of the House says you must 
now, in consequence of the Cockerton 
judgment, determine whether you will 
go on with the school boards as the pri- 
mary educational authority or the county 
councils. There is no necessity to decide 
either way. The dilemma is a piece of 


| false logic. Why not wait twelve months 


stand what you are about ? 


ishould deal with 


and let the country have time to under- 
I hope the 
House will absolutely refuse to be hustled. 
Let great boroughs such as Leeds and 


| Gateshead have time to consider what 


line their school boards will adopt. That 
will be dealing with the great question 
of education as the House 0 Commons 
it. ‘he attempt to 
rush this Bill through the House otf 


/Commons is one which I hope will be 


vigorously resisted. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) re- 


| gretted that on the Second Reading of 
cation has been made to the Board of | this Bill the representatives of the con- 


| 





| stituencies had been denied a full and 
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free opportunity of expressing their 
objections to it. 







Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present— 


Mr. BROADHURST said he repre- 
sgnted a great industrial community of 
a quarter of a million of people. The 
industry of that community depended 
mainly upon the intelligence and_ skill 
of its working people. The town of 
leicester had prided itself upon the 
success of its elementary, higher grade, 
and secondary education ; and without 
advances in the requirements of know- 


ledge of science and art and industry that , 


town would suffer in competition with 
countries where education was acknow 
ledged to be serviceable to the power and 
prosperity of these countries. Well, the 
people of Leicester—all classes of the 
community, rich and poor, Liberal and 
Conservative, high and low, employer 
and workman, school board and trade 
council—all objected to this educational 
policy of His Majesty’s Government. 
He had presented petition after petition, 
he had had to acknowledge the receipt 
0 many resolutions from various 
public bodies in Leicester condemn- 
ing the Bill that was now dead, and 
the policy of the Bill the Committee 
was now discussing Therefore his 
constituents would desire and approve 
his support of the omission of the first 
sub-section. If the Government would 
agree to that, they could undoubtedly, 
% far as his constituency was concerned, 
have the remainder of their Bill in five 
minutes. The hon. Member for South 
Leeds had made a very useful suggestion 
to the Government, and that was that 
permission should be given to the school 
boards to carry on their work, and if 
appeal were necessary it should be lodged 
with the Education Department, and not 
with the county councils or the borough 
councils. The school board of Leicester 
tegarded this Bill as a humiliation on 
their body, and as a trespass on their 
just and right authority. He did not 
think he could give a stronger condemna- 
tion of the Bill than that. They re- 
garded it as an attempt to destroy and 
hot to build up, and as inevitably leading 
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to the lowering of the educational stan- 
dard of the borough, and not to its ad- 
vancement in any direction whatever. 
His constituents would rather that the 
evening continuation and the higher 
grade schools should remain absolutely 
free, as they were before the Cockerton 
judgment, when they were doing a great 
and beneficent work, not only for the 
children themselves, but for the indus- 
trial prosperity of the town. Why 
should the Government interfere with 
that? It was nothing but a pondering 
to the jealousy and to the dictation of the 
Secondary Schools Association—what 
was called the Incorporated Association 
of Head Masters. He had in his hand 
the report of that body for 1896 ; he had 
no doubt the right hon. Gentleman 
had read it over and over again ; and it 
seemed to him that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had taken the suggestions from that 
report, and based on them the policy 
of not only the Bill which was dead, but 
that which they were now discussing. 
Failing to obtain the consent of the town 
councils, those schools were to be closed, 
but the public-houses were to remain 
open. The policy of the Government 
was to close the schools, but to keep the 
public-houses open to the little ones. 
That was not the policy of Leicester. 
Leicester had quite a different idea. 
The people there would close the public- 
houses to the young, but would give free 
and full opportunity to every child who 
had the capacity to acquire all the know- 
ledge and attainments at his disposal in 
the splendid institutions which had been 
built up under the fostering care of that 
great borough. He knew schools in the 
borough of Leicester that had excited 
the admiration of foreigners from nearly 
all parts of the world. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
question before the House is not the 
excellence of certain schools. 


Mr. BROADHURST said, he was 
only just about to point out the value 
of the schools in Leicester as recognised 
by all friends of education. If the 
sub-section were passed, many of these 
institutions might be closed. The First 
Lord of the Treasury had interfered in 

‘the debate with, as he understood, the 
benevolent object of calming any excite- 
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ment which might have been excited 
with reference to the sub-section; and 
the right hon. Gentleman appealed to 
the Committee to come to a decision on it. 
But then he immediately - proceeded to 
say that the discussion on that side was 
m>rely political rubbish. 
heard a more insolent remark from the 
Leader of a great party. They were 


descending very low in debate when the | 


leader of legions found it necessary 
to employ such language with reference 


to hon. Members whose only desire | 


was to increase the intelligence of the 
people. The right hon. Gentleman 
| . e 
charged hon. Members on that side with 
being opposed to reform. 
understood reform to mean improve- 
ment, but in the Bill of 1896—-— 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member cannot now discuss the 
merits of a Bill brought in in a previous 
session. The question before the Com- 
mittee is to omit Sub-section 1. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he did not 
regard the sub-section as a reform, but 
as a revolutionary and retrograde step, 
which had for its object the destruction 
of the school-board system, secondary 
and primary, within a very few years. 
He objected to the sub-section largely 
for the reason that the bodies with whom 
secondary education was to rest were not 
suitable for the purpose. County coun- 
ceils and borough councils were elected 
for an entirely different purpose, and 
knew nothing about education ; though 
of course he did not mean to say that 
there might not be educationalists on 
them. But education was not in the 
minds of the electors when they were 
elected. He also objected on practical 
grounds. He had a practical knowledge 
of the work of county councils for many 
years. He was, deeply interested in it, 
but education had no part init. Further, 
county councils had more work now 
than they had time in which to do it, 
as the right hon. Gentleman would know 


if he had had some elementary know- 


ledge of rural life, but his university 


training and associations and his academic , 


life prevented him acquiring that know- 
ledge. [Sir J. Gorst dissented.] He 
would give a practical illustration of how 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 


He had never. 


He had always 
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‘difficult it would be for the county 
| councils to take up the work of secondar 
education. He held in his hand the 
agenda of a county council, which jn. 
| cluded a great variety of subjects, such as 
| the improvement of roads and footpaths, 
reports of the county surveyor, tenders 
for snow ploughs, letters from rural 
district councils, estimates for repairs of 
main roads, claims for compensation, 
opinions of counsel, and many other 
|matters. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man how could the county councils, 
which consisted of men from all parts of 
the county, get through such a long list, 
then take up the work of secondary edu- 
eation, and still have time to attend to 
their business in the cattle market or the 
\corn exchange? It was perfectly ridicu- 
lous to think that under such cireum- 
stances the work could be done efficiently. 
He hoped that if the Government would 
not agree to the omission of the sub- 
section they would at least adopt the 
| suggestion of the hon. Member for South 
Leeds, and let the appeal be to the Educa- 
tion Board in Whitehall, and not to the 
county councils and borsugh councils. 
Their fear was that education would drift 
into the hands of the parish priest and 
the squire, who were reactionary in edu- 
cational affairs in many parts of the 
country. There might be some hope in 
the great towns. Hitherto they had 
regarded education as a sacred question, 
into which politics should not be intro- 
duced. Only recently he devoted a 
Saturday to canvassing for a leading 
Conservative in the parish in which he 
lived, because he was devoted to the cause 
of education, and he did not care whether 
a man was a Tory or a Radical if he were 
that. They were now proposing to asso- 
ciate education with the various questions, 
_ political and otherwise, which divided 
opinion in the counties and boroughs; 
and by that means they were striking a 
blow at the foundations of education in 
the country from which it would not 
recover for many generations. 


*Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
said that, having some knowledge of the 
work of education in large cities, he 
| regarded the Bill as a temporary measure, 
brought forward to meet a special emer- 
gency, and that they were not to 
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regard it as a precedent when they 
came to consider the far more im- 
portant and wider measure which the 
Government had promised for next 
session. He had been for many years 
on the school board of 


the city council, and he was bound 
to confess from his experience of those 
two bodies, when it came to the question 
of undertaking the work of elementary 
education, he did not see how a county 
borough council was able to undertake 
that work in the larger interests of the 
country; not that he suggested they were 
not educationally qualified for the work, 
but solely because he believed their hands 
were already entirely full of very import- 
ant work. He therefore thought it 
would be worth while for the Govern- 
ment to consider before passing the 
more important measure whether some 
such suggestion should not be adopted as 
that foreshadowed by the Royal Com- 
mission on Technical Education, namely, 
the creation of a new body, consisting of 
one-third of members of the county 
councils, one-third of the school boards, 
and the other third, which he was sure 
Members on both sides of the House 
would greatly value, by the co-opting 
of men who were thorough educational 
experts, and who had experience which 
would be so valuable to educational 
bodies, the very class of men who would 
not submit themselves to popular election. 
He believed the Government had earned, 
if not the applause of the House, the good 
opinion of the country, for by their action 
they had drawn attention to the existing 
overburdening of the elementary schools. 
It might be heresy to say so, but he had 
long been convinced that they had too 
much crowded into the curriculum of 
what were termed elementary schools. 
They were by no means elementary 
schools. Like the village blacksmith, 
there was ‘‘ something attempted, some- 
thing done,”’ but too often much was 
attempted and too little done, and if less 
were attempted he was convinced more 
would be done. Children left the schools 
with a slight knowledge of many things, 
and an imperfect knowledge of a few 
things of which they ought to have a 
well-grounded knowledge. In _ short, 
they had quantity at the expense of 
quality. Only a few days ago he over- 
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Newcastle, | 
and also for a somewhat less time on_ 
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heard a child tell its neighbour in St. 
James’s Park that Nelson fought the 
battle of Waterloo in Trafalgar Square, 
and that was the reason why the monu- 
ment was erected there. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 


hon. Member must confine himself to 
_ the question before the Committee, which 
_is the omission of Sub-section 1. 


*Mr. PLUMMER said he was sorry if 
the anecdote was not in order,but the 
argument he wanted to press upon the 
House was that elementary education was 
too much overburdened with higher sub- 
jects. He did not wish it to bethought that 
he quoted this illustration as an argument 
against school boards, because he had no 
reason for knowing whether it was a 
school board child or not ; but he cited 
it to prove the necessity of the curriculum 
of elementary schools being relieved of 
technical subjects. The Government 
would be doing great service indeed if 
one result of bringing that measure 
before the House should be the introduc- 
tion next session of a measure on a 
larger and wider scale to relieve the 
overcrowded curriculum of elementary 
schools, which would be an advantage 
not only to the children but to the 
teachers. He should vote for the present 
Bill because it dealt with the difficulty 
which now existed, in the hope that 
before they were called upon to consider 
the larger measure there would be some 
differentiation in the treatment of larger 
towns where the school board was co- 
terminous with the district of the borough 
or county council, always remembering 
that education existed not for the sake of 
school boards, but that school boards. 
existed for the sake of education. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY (Brecknock) 
said he rose to support the motion for the 
omission of the sub-section. He did so 
on many grounds, but particularly on 
the ground that he was not prepared to 
hand over to the control of the county 


councils that education which, for the 


last thirty years, had been so admirably 
managed in the best interests of the 
country by the school boards. The 
Education Bills of the Government had 
been so thoroughly opposed to the 
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they had to undergo the humiliation of 
abandoning them. What was the crime 
of which the school boards were guilty ? 
Nothing worse than placing too liberal 
an interpretation on their powers for 
forwarding the intellectual interests of 
the people ; and he should have thought 
that, instead of endeavouring to cripple 
the powers of the school boards, the 
Government would have done what 
they could to extend them, in order to 
enable the boards to legally carry on the 
schools which were now in difficulties. 
The Government might have adopted 
the straightforward, simple course of 
bringing in a small measure, such as 
that suggested by his hon. friend. They 
had no desire to see the control of those 
schools taken out of the hands of the 
school boards. He should like to remind 
the Committee of some language which 
had been used with regard to the school 
boards. The Vice-President, speaking 


in the House on July &th, denounced 
the work of the school boards and con- 
demned the education given by them as 
cheap and shoddy. 


Sir J. GORST: I did nothing of the 
sort. Let the hon. Member quote my 
words. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY said he 
would quote the right hon. Gentleman's 
words. They were— 

“The education which you are spreading 
amongst the people is cheap, shoddy education 


instead of the better and higher education 
which we wish to promote.” 


Sirk J. GORST: The hon. Member 
omits the statement that that has refer- 
ence to art evening schools in London. 
It has no reference to schools generally, 
and was restricted to the art schools 
carried on in the evenings in London. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY said that 
he was quite prepared to accept the 
interpretation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but his recollection was that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not strictly 
confine his remark, as he now stated. 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member is 
very unjust. 
Mr. Charles Morley. 


{COMMONS} 


educational instincts of the country that | 


The whole passage was 
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read by an hon. Member opposite, and 
it entirely bears out what I say. This is 
the second time that I have had to re- 
pudiate this misrepresentation. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY said that 
at any rate the right hon. Gentleman 
referred to the evening art schools sup- 
ported by the School Board of London. 
He would remind the House of what 
had been said by Sir Joshua Fitch— 

“Meantime it should not be forgotten that 
the higher elementary school, whether we 
regard it as belonging to the reason of primary 
or secondary education, or to the borderland 
which lies between them, is at present in the 
hands of the school boards. They cerated it, 
they have faith in it,and they have so managed 
it that it has become one of the most popular 
institutions in the country, especially in that 
class of the community which most sorely 
needed improved opportunities of industrial 
training and intellectual culture.” 


He would leave it to the Committee to 
judge between the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman and the statement he 
had just read. The sub-section proposed 
to empower county councils and other 
local authorities to interfere with the 
work of the school boards, and to subordi- 
nate the school boards to themselves. It 
proposed that the one local authority 
which was charged with the administra- 
tion of education should go cap in hand 
to another local authority which had 
received no such mandate for permission 
to carry on a useful and valuable work. 


| He did not believe that the county coun- 


cils would desire to be approached in that 
manner by the school boards. The 
County Council of Northamptonshire 
had passed a resolution by which, as he 
understood it, they expressed their 
objection to having to decide whether 
certain schools should be continued or 
discontinued. The Bill was a deliberate 
insult on a large and very valuable body 
of public servants. The second sub- 
section was, however, a different matter, 
on which all of them would be more or 
less in accord, and which, with certain 
Amendments, would cover the whole of 
the present difficulty. That would pass 
the House without meeting with any 
serious opposition. But the first sub- 
section established an altogether new 
principle, which, in the opinion of many 
hon. Members, would be highly conten- 
tious and very objectionable. Who was 
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to decide the schools to which the school 
fund was to be applicable or not applic- 
able? The right hon. Gentleman did not 
know. 


siz J. GORST: Why does the hon. 
Gentleman say I did not know ? 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY: Because 
on the 5th of March the right hon. 
Gentleman said it was impossible to say 
where to draw the line, and to say that 
the school above was the higher grade 
school and the school below was only an 
edementary school. ¢ 


sir J. GORST: Those were remarks 
which I made before the extremely lucid 
judgment of the Master of the Rolls. 
Aiter reading that, no school board 


{15 Juty 1901} 





could have any hesitation in saying it | 
was impossible to draw a line. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY congratu- | 
lated the right hon. Gentleman upon 
having learnt his lesson so well, but | 
nevertheless was of opinion that the Bill 
was unworkable. The county councils | 
did not wish to deal with the schools. | 
The school boards had done well in the | 
past, and would do well in the future, | 
and he thought that as the first sub- 
section was a contentious one, it should 
be adjourned, in order that the Com- | 
mittee should have an opportunity of 
considering it. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- | 
shire, E.) said he could assure the Com- | 
mittee that so far from its being utterly | 
impossible for the county councils to 
deal with secondary education, as had been | 
attempted to be demonstrated by the | 
hon. Member for Leicester, many of the | 
county councils were at the present | 
moment dealing with it very success- | 
lully. The Vice-President had done his | 
best during the last few years for the 
needs of rural education, and had satisfied 
them. There was no doubt hat our | 
county councils were not composed of 
reactionary squires and farmers, as was 
suggested, whose desire was to hurry 
through the county business in order to 
get to market, but of public-spirited men 
of all classes, thoroughly representative 
of the men who sent them to occupy that 
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| been 
| opposite. 


| throughout the country. 
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position, and who could deal thoroughly 
—through their technical education 
committees—with secondary education. 
There might be differences of opinion 
even among county councils as to how 
far they should undertake these duties, 
and though many county councils were 
willing now to undertake the super- 
vision and regulation of these schools, 
there might be an opinion the other way. 
But he did not think there was any 
opinion in the county councils as to 
their incapacity to conduct higher educa- 
tion. Of course they would have to 


delegate this work to their technical 


instruction committees, which met much 
more frequently than the county councils 
themselves, and meeting without a 
quorum, the business was much more 
thoroughly done. He did not deny that 
in his opinion the Bill required amend- 
ment, but this was not the moment to 
in which this 
ought to be done. He did not think it 
right to continue on a single Amendment 
a Second Reading debate which had 
already occupied over two nights. He 
did not intend to make a Second Reading 
speech, and should confine himseli to 
trying to improve the Bill. 


*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) said he had not intended to 


| have intervened on the Committee stage 


of the Bill, and should not have done so 
but for the variety of opinions which had 
expressed by hon. Gentlemen 
The Leader of the House had 
told the Committee that this measure was 
necessary because they could not legalise 
without a measure of this sort those 
schools which had been closed through 
the Cockerton judgment; they were 
told that it was a tentative measure only ; 
but anybody reading the speech of the 


| right hon. Gentleman the Vice-President 


would be bound to admit that it was a 
direct insult to the school board system 
He thought 
if he took a few instances he would con- 
vince the Committee that in many cases 
there was a direct conflict. First of all 
the right hon. Gentleman fixed the age 
at fifteen years. There was no explana- 
tion—— 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said there 


was nothing as to the age of fifteen in 
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the Amendment, and that the hon. 
Member must confine his argument to 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. LEVY said yes, he agreed, but 
the Minute of July 3 must be read with 
the Bill. They had been accused of 
speaking political rubbish, but he 
thought the political rubbish came from 
the opposite side. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had stated that at Cardiff, as a result 
of this Bill passing,160 children would be 
turned out into the street. 


Sir J. GORST: I never said anything 
of the sort. 


*Mr. LEVY said the right hon. Gentle- 

man would probably accept the correct- 
ness of The Times report, which stated 
there were 268 children in the schools, 
and that the result of the judgment, if 
carried out rigidly, would be to turn 160 
ot them out of the schools. 


Sir J. GORST: They would not be 
turned out into the street, they would 
find accommodation in the intermediate 
schools. 


*Mr. LEVY said Members on the 
opposition side of the House were in- 
terested in seeing that the 160 children 
were kept in the schools. The right hon. 
Gentleman had suggested that no harm 
would arise if 328 boys and girls in the 
schools were—— 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN directed 
the hon. Member’s attention to the fact 
that he had already called him to order 
for discussing matters which were 
irrelevant. 


*Mr. LEVY said that in that case he 
would direct his remarks to the question 
of the education which had been de- 
scribed as cheap and shoddy and the 
question of overlapping. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said the over- 
lapping was the cause of a great deal of 
the harm, and had brought about 
this problem in education. There were 
two systems of secondary education, 
and the competition had been created by 
the schools which had not been receiving 


The Deputy Chairman. 


{COMMONS} 





| work 
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aid from rates, and not by those which 
were partially supported out of the rates; 
therefore there was no reason for that 
competition. The right hon. Gentleman 
would not, he apprehended, disown The 
Times. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
eall the attention of the hon. Member 
to the Standing Order with reference 
to repetition in debate. The right hon. 
Gentleman has explained what he has 
said, and it is the immemorial usage of 
this House to accept what is said by hon. 
Gentlemen and right hon. Gentlemen. 


*Mr. LEVY said he would not trouble 
the House further than to say that 
education had been carried on properly 
by the school board in the past. Women 
had taken great interest in education 
and had done good work in the cause, 
but by the system now proposed their 
influence would be subject to the veto 
of county and borough councils. He 
supported the Amendment because the 
of the school boards would be 
crippled unless this sub-section was 


deleted. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire. Tavistock) 
said he proposed to support the principle 


| of the Bill because it proposed to estab- 


lish a central authority in the county. 
At present there were three systems for 
providing technical and secondary educa- 
tion in the county. There was the 
Technical Committee of the County 
Council, the School Board, and_ the 
School of Art. These three agents 
carried on the same work, and were often 
brought into opposition, and very 
frequently overlapped each other’s work 
and area. Therefore he recognised in 
the establishment of a good central 
authority a true foundation for the 
dissemination of secondary education 
throughout the country. He should 
not take this position if he thought it 
was antagonistic to school boards. The 
school boards had certainly done work 
in the direction of secondary education, 
and in many instances very good work, 
and he should besorry to see it stopped. 
Nevertheless they had no legal mandate 
from the country to do this work, and 
he therefore failed to see that any 
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insult was being put upon them by the 
Bill. He ventured to hope that none 
of the good work which some school 
boards had carried on would be hindered 
or vetoed by the county councils, but it 
would be the means of extending to 
other school boards who had not 
touched the subject at all the advan- 
tage of providing secondary educa- 
tion. They also wanted to see the boy 
who attended the voluntary school 
having the same advantage of secondary 
education as the boy who attended the 
board school. This they could not have 
without some central authority. He} 
should, however, object to the extension | 
of any increased powers to voluntary | 

| 





schools without public control. In 
the establishment of a county autho- | 
rity they provided that control, at | 
least, for secondary education purposes. | 
He supported the principle of the Bill. 
It was a principle of decentralisation. 
He believed that the local authority 
could be better trusted to deal with the 
matter than the Education Board. 
The system of our education in rural 
districts had hitherto been a failure. 
It tended to denude our rural 
districts of their population, and he} 
believed that the establishment of a 
county authority as the fountain head of 


secondary education in that county 
would encourage the youths of the| 


rural districts to excel in the principles of 
agriculture. Hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who accused supporters of the Govern- 
ment of being opposed to education, | 
forgot that it was a Unionist Govern- | 
ment that provided free education for | 
the masses of the people, and it was | 
the Unionists who first recognised the | 
importance of secondary education. He, 
did not say the Bill was perfect; he| 
looked upon it as a temporary measure, 
and reserved his right to support any 
Amendment on it. 


*Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 
said the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
who spoke last was of such a nature 
that he largely supported his views. 
At the same time he would like to say a 
few words. Take the Bill as it stood. 
It could not be said to be a real Bill, 
because it was only a temporary measure, 
and it would not be worth while for any 
county council to suggest any alterations 
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| work of elementary education. 
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for so short a period. At the same time 
there was a certain amount of authority 
delegated to county councils in the 
way of disposing of the money which 
came from the Education Department, 
and they had the power to hand over 
to the different committees the money 
paid in to them by the South Ken- 
sington Department. But in that case 
no option was given them as to the pay- 
ment. He could not see why in this 
case the same power should not be given 
by substituting the word “must” for 
“may.” 

The county council with which he was 
connected had recently called its technical 
education committee together, and the 


| whole of the provisions of this Bill were 


explained to them. Upon the proposal 
that the county council should take up 
the work allotted to it, twelve voted in 
favour of the Bill, and nine against, Lut 
that was immediately followed by a rider 
that such an arrangement should be of 
only a temporary character, until another 
education authority was formed, and 
upon that point the voting was absolutely 
unanimous. It was impossible to con- 
sider this Bill without looking beyond it. 
One had to consider whether the county 
councils as at present constituted were a 
suitable authority for taking over the 
On that 
point he was clearly of opinion that they 
were not properly qualified for such 
duties. The councils which were at present 
doing their duty in regard to technical 
instruction,and looking after the interests 
of education gererally, had really so 
much to do that it was impossible for 
them to take over to any extent the work 
connected with elementary instruction. 
It had been said that the work might 
be delegated by the county councils to 


‘the school boards, but his opinion was 


that the school boards would retuse to 


| act as committees under the direction of 
| the county council. 
| ey 2 4 

were not efficient,and which did not know 


The councils whieh 


much about the work, were the ones 
that would be most likely to desire to 
take an active part in elementary instruc- 
tion, and this unfortunate clause would 
give them the power to interfere very 
seriously with the work of the school 
boards. Two other objections to the 
proposal were that it was exceedingly 
difficult to get good men to do the work, 
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and the fact that eventually the religious | 
question would be imported into county 
council elections. The latter objection 
could hardly be avoided, and it would 
seriously interfere with the ordinary work 
of the county councils. He therefore 
thought it would bea wise thing to omit 
this sub-section, and leave the school | 
boards to do the elementary work, as at 
present. 


*Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham) said he should like in a few 
words to express his approval of the 
Amendment which the Committee were 
now considering, and he did so on the 
ground which he thought was common 
to all Members on that side of the House, 
namely, that he wished the school boards 
to be allowed to continue without let or 
hindrance the work in which they were 
at present engaged. He had received, 
as he knew many other Members had 
received, during the last few weeks, 
many resolutions and petitions from his 
constituents, the burden of which had 
been that the school boards should be 
empowered to maintain, on their own 
authority and out of the school funds, 
the higher grade and evening continua- 
tion schools, which had been affected 
by the Cockerton judgment. He thought 
they were all agreed that since 1870 
there had been no time of such severe trial 
to the school boards as the present. 
What had school boards done to deserve 
such treatment at the hands of the 
Government ? Their work during the 
last thirty years should have entitled 
them to more consideration and_ better 
treatment. He had himself formerly 
the honour of being a member of a/| 
technical instruction committee, which 
had been repeatedly described in the 
debate as one of the most competent and 
best equipped of any technical instruction 
committee in the country—the technical 
instruction committee in connection 
with the Manchester City Council. 
He was a member of that body for many 
years, and he doubted whether they 
would thank the Vice-President for a 
proposal which would add enormously 
to their duties. Certainly, judging by | 
the personnel of the committee when he 
was a member of it, they would} 
have been very averse to having this | 
additional responsibility added to their | 


Mr, Brigg. 
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already onerous duties. Many efforts 
had been made in various speeches from 
the Government side of the House 
to minimise the importance of the 
Bill. It had been described over 
and over again as an incomplete 
measure. But a little Bill might do 
a great wrong, and hon. Members on 
the Opposition side of the House were 
agreed that the effect of the Bill would 
be to switch on to the wrong line the 
whole educational system of the country, 
Did anybody think that such a Bill as this 
would ever have been possible if the Vice. 
Presidency of the Council had been to- 
day occupied by the right hon. Member 
for Dartford ? Still less would such a pro- 
posal have had the smallest chance of 
being brought forward had the Vice. 
Presidency been filled by the former 
occupant of that position—the tight 
Hon. Arthur Acland. It had been men- 
tioned in the course of the debate that 
the Leeds School Board and the Gates- 
head School Board had taken some 
hostile action in consequence of the atti- 
tude of the Vice-President. He could 
add another school board to that list, 
and he had no doubt very many other 
hon. Members could also mention in- 
stances where school boards had taken 
action. At the Rotherham School Board 
meeting last week it was decided to close 
the continuation school because it de- 
clined to go cap in hand to the county 
council. He noticed that one of the most 
influential members of the school board 
on the occasion in question condemned 
very strongly the attitude of the Vice- 
President, and used some rather scathing 
language, for he said he thought that 
attitude more worthy of a comic opera 
by Gilbert and Sullivan, and that the 
Vice-President must have had his tongue 
in his cheek when he was making some 
of his recent speeches. But that censure 
was not more severe than had_ been 
meted out to the Vice-President by 
experts on his own side of the House. 
If such a Bill had been brought forward 
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‘with regard to Scotch school boards, 


what a hub-bub would very quickly 
have arisen! The wrangle which had 
recently been going on must have robbed 
English educational institutions of 4 


great deal of their prestige in the 


eyes of Scotch Members, who were 
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naturally impatient that so much time 
should be wasted in discussing a ques- 
tion which they had settled in so much 
more enlightened a manner. 


*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said that 
it had been stated that the school boards 
had no legal mandate to carry on the 
work affected by the Cockerton judg- 
ment. By what authority, then, had 
they done this work! Was the Code, 
issued year by year by the Education 
Department, not to be considered as a 
legal mandate ? That was the authority 
under which the schools earned their 
grants, and it was the legal mandate 
which told them how far they might go 
and what they must leave out. It must 
have been forgotten that for years the 
Education Department had fostered the 
very kind of scheme which was now 
condemned. In future, apparently, the 
Code of the Education Department was 
to be considered as having no legal bear- 
ing at all. What was the reason for 
this sub-section ? No doubt a difficulty 
had arisen in regard to these schools, 
and the purport of the Bill was to tide 
over the difficulty until a complete 
measure could be brought in dealing 
with the whole question of secondary 
education, and, presumably, elementary 
education also. That object could easily 
be accomplished by the second sub- 
section of the Bill, with certain altera- 
tions. All that was needed was to allow 
the school boards to carry on the work 
which they had hitherto carried on so 
successfully, for another twelve months 
there was no occasion for anything 
further. But this was something more 
than a continuation Bill ; it was nothing 
less than a complete subversion of the 
Education Act of 1870. That Act 
clearly foresaw one great fact of human 
nature. It foresaw that if the precepts 
of the school boards had to be submitted 
to the borough councils there would 
always be persons on those bodies elected 
for the simple purpose of keeping down 
the rates—men who did not care two 
straws about education, who had no 


thought for the higher instruction of the | 


people, and who would deal with the 
precepts of the school boards in such a 
way as to render the work inefficient. 
It was the fact that the precepts could 
not be revised by borough councils that 
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had made the work of the school boards 
so successful all over the country. As 
soon as the school boards began to grapple 
with the educational difficulty they saw 
there must be something to follow the 
purely elementary teaching, and there- 
fore, in order to save the children from 
being cast on the streets, and to provide 
a kind of stepping stone to technical and 
more thorough secondary education, 


the higher grade and _ continuation 
classes were established. The schools 
had been marvellously — successful, 


whether considered from the point of 
view of the number of scholars or the 
amount of the grants earned. They 
had not arisen suddenly, and there was 
nothing underhand in the way in which 
they had come into existence. They 
had been approved by successive Govern- 
ments, Liberal and Tory, and they 
had the sanction and applause of the 
Education Department. The Secondary 
Education Commission had never sug- 
gested that these schools should be 
crippled or extinguished, but that they 
should be co-ordinated. He was afraid 
that while the word “ co-ordinate” 


‘was on the lips of many hon. Members 


who supported this Bill, the word ** sub- 
ordinate ”’ was in their hearts. It was 
not the fact that the school boards had 
done too much that required this sub- 
section. The real fact was that the law 
had been behind the age. and the duty 
of the Government was to improve the 
law and bring it up to the level of our 
educational needs. If the youths of 
the country were to be trained to fight 
and compete in the great industrial 
struggles of the world, the last thing that 
should be done was to cripple or in any 
sense to annihilate these schools. He 
could not understand why this opposition 
to the board schools had sprung up, or 
why it should be considered necessary, 
after all these years, to place them under 
the control of another authority. He 
could only conclude that their very 
success had drawn this attention upon 
them. The school boards were now 
being blamed and punished for “ exceed- 
ing their proper scope,” whereas the 
real culprits were the Government, who 
had neglected to improve the law to meet 
the real necessities of the case. He had 
not a word to say against the technical 
He knew the 
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good work the school boards were | would, no doubt, take up a good deal 
| 
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ct 


doing for the boys and girls in the | of time. 
elementary schools, and his point was | 
that those boys and girls could not enter | 
technical schools successfully without | 





THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : 





Order, 








some preparation. 
was required, and it was not supplied by 


the Technical Instruction Committee. | 
That intermediate step was supplied by | 


the higher grade schools and the evening 
continuation schools, which were the 
stepping stones to higher education. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
that when the Vice-President of the 
Council attempted to put his scheme into 
one small sub-section he was bound to 
meet with difficulties too great for him 
to cope with successfully, and he felt sure 
that this Bill would destroy the right 
hon. Gentleman’s position as an educa- 
tionist and Minister of Education. Before 
the present Bill became law the price 


paid for it in the time of the House | 


would be very great indeed. He sup- 
ported the omission of this sub-section 
because he thought that this question 
ought not to be decided by a sidewind in 
such an indirect, hasty, and cowardly 
way. Whether the principle was good 
or bad the remaining portions of the 
sub-section did not meet the situation 
in a satisfactory way. He contended 
that the dates mentioned in the sub- 
section were inadequate for the pur- 
pose sought to be attained, and 
that the period specified was too 
late to arrange for the coming session 
of the continuation schools. The sub- 
section did not give time to county 
councils and school boards to come to an 
agreement or a far opportunity to 
decide whether the schools should or 
should not go on. It was, indeed, use- 
less and improper for its purpose, and 
although it might be forced through by a 
party vote and the use of the closure, it 
would do harm instead of good, because 
it would cause both sides of the House 
to discuss next session the larger Bill 
with anger, exasperation, and prejudice. 
They had been promised that next 
session education would have a very pro- 
minent place in the programme of the 


Government, and the President of the | 


Board of Trade has also promised to 


bring in a great London Water Bill, which | 


Mr. Goddard 


An intermediate step | . ; aie 
P| in referring to future legislation. 


order The hon. Member is not in order 


*Mr. YOXALL said they had listened 
to a very remarkable speech from the 
right hon. Member for Dartford, who had 
stated that this question was really a 
departmental question. That was how 
this subject ought to have been treated, 
and any other Minister would have 
treated it as such; and had this been 
done there would have been no need for 
this Bill at all. If they had had at the 
Board of Education a Minister of the 
type of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dartford, this would have 
been treated as a departmental question, 
and it would have been settled as such. 
Perhaps the greatest objection of all to 
this sub-section was that it limited its 
operation to the schools in existence last 
season, and made no provision for the 
extension of the schools. With regard to 
evening continuation schools, the limit 
was absolute, and that was a very strong 
reason why Sub-section 1 should be 
withdrawn. If this were done, then the 
school boards could go on according to 
the limitation laid down by the Code, and 
the liabilities they had already incurred 
could be condoned and approved by the 
Local Government Board. It was ob- 
vious that this sub-section was not 
wanted at all. Speaking generally, he 
was not averse to the Bill, because it pro- 
posed the setting up of an educational 
authority other than the school board ; 
he would be content to see the school 
board cease to exist if satisfied of the 
advantage of that which would take its 
place. He would be content to see the 
school board merged into another 
authority if a plan were submitted by 
which the whole system of education 
would be comprehensively dealt with. 
But the Bill presented no such plan in the 
place of a system which had_ produced 
excellent work. They did not stand 
up for the schoo! board system as a 
system alone, but because that system 
had produced excellent results, in spite 
of the sneers and inaccuracies of the 
right hon. Gentleman. Neither in the 
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Bill nor in the speeches in its support did | of a comprehensive system in the future. 


he find encouragement for the belief that 
an authority would be set up capable of 
doing the work school boards had done. 
They had had during the debate several 
interpolated speeches—— 


Sir J. GORST: I beg the hon. 
Member's pardon. I have never inter- 
posed except to explain some misrepre- 
sentation. 


*Mr. YOXALL said he was quite sure 
that it was very necessary that the right 


hon. Gentleman should explain some of | 


the views he had expressed. The First 
Lord of the Treasury had launched 
against the Opposition the accusation 
that their views were tinted by the 
party spectacles which they wore, and 
that they were actuated by party motives, 


and not by a sincere sympathy with the | 


cause of education. [Ministerial cries of 


“Hear, hear!’’] That imputation he ' 
The First Lord 


indignantly repudiated. 
of the Treasury had referred to two Bills, 
and he had stated that the Bill of 1896 
was opposed by the Opposition for party 
reasons. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN;: Order, 
order! The hon. Member must confine 
himself to the question under discussion. 


*Mr. YOXALL said he regretted that 
he was not allowed to refer to the speech 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. 
[Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Order, order !” 
and Opposition cheers.] He regretted 
that the Deputy Chairman would not 
allow him to clear certain hon. Members 
on the Opposition side from the imputa- 
tion that in opposing the Bill of 1896 they 
were actuated by party motives. Perhaps 
he might be permitted to repudiate 
entirely the suggestion that in dealing 
with this particular Bill they were 
actuated by any party feeling at all. His 
great desire was to set up a new local 
authority for all forms of education, con- 
stituted in such a way as to be enabled 
to deal with all existing schools, and so 
that all school boards could come into the 
system. This section of the Bill, how- 


ever, dealt with school boards in such a 
way that it would set up a permanent 
irritation and put an obstacle in the way 


VOL. XCVII. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


He wished to point out to the hon. 
Member for Tavistock that if the school 
boards possessed no statutory powers for 
secondary education, none were pos- 
sessed by the Technical Instruction Com- 
mittees. He thought that the right 
hon. Gentleman would find when he 
came to study his Bill more carefully that 
part of it referred to certain Committees 
under what was known as Clause 7, 
which by the signed manual of the right 
hon. Gentleman was created into a kind 
of local author ty. 


Sir J. GORST: No, no! 


*Mr. YOXALL said he was strong in his 

belief that his interpretation was right. 
and that the right hon. Gentleman was 
wrong. This sub-section of Clause 1 was 
entirely unworkable. It proposed to 
impose a non-statutory authority upon a 
statutory authority as far as secondary 
education was concerned, and to transfer 
the powers of the one rating authority 
to another. A simple method of dealing 
with the difficulty would have been to 
introduce a Suspensory Bill, until a com- 
prehensive measure could have been dealt 
with. If the right hon. Gentleman who 
advised and misadvised the Government, 
who led and misled them, had done his 
duty he would have maintained and sus- 
tained and continued during his own 
administration that which former ad- 
ministrators had deliberately done from 
year to year ever since 1874. They were 
suffering in the schools because they had 
not had from the Government a simple 
and obvious solution of a difficulty which, 
in other hands, would have been solved 
in a very brief space of time indeed. 


eB tbe | 


{ 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) said that the Committee 
stage of this Bill had been brought on 
so quickly that there had not been time 
allowed for the county councils or the 
school boards to make their voices 
heard upon this question. The opinion of 
every authority which could be obtained 
was certainly valuable in helping them 
to arrive at a correct decision upon the 
matter before the House. He wished 
to call attention to the opinion which 


T 





519 Education 


was expressed by the chairman of the 
Surrey County Council upon another 
Bill, which contained the same principle 
as the Bill before the House. Writing 
to the Standard on December 9, 1895, 
he said— 


“T hope that county councils generally will 
show, with no uncertain voice, their disinclina- 
tion to have thisnew duty thrust on them of 
controlling the expenditure of school boards, 
which bodies, like themselves, directly repre- 
sent the ratepayers andfwhose money they 
spend. It would indeed be an invidious oftice.” 


That was an opinion from Surrey. 
Next he would take the great county 


of Northampton. At the meeting 
of the Northamptonshire County 
Council only last week, a resolution 


was passed as follows:—‘‘ That this 
Council asks His Majesty’s Government 
not to place upon the council the invi- 
dious duty of deciding as to the con- 
tinuance or discontinuance of any kind 
of education which has hitherto been 
provided by the school board.”’ Alder- 
man Dulley, who moved that resolution, 
and who (he was told) was not an oppo- 
nent of the Government in_ politics, 
said that the proper place for the settle- 
ment of this question was the school 
board, and that any appeal they wished 
to make could be taken, as now, to the 


Board of Education. 


Hon. Members opposite had given 


four different reasons for supporting the , 


Bill. The first reason, and it was a 
most admirable and satisfactory one 
from the point of view of hon. Members 


opposite, was that of the hon. Member | 


for Newcastle, who said he sup- 
ported the Bill because the Govern- 


ment brought it in; but it was not a) 


satisfactory reason to a single Member 
on the Opposition side of the House, 
and he doubted if it was satisfactory to 
some of the educationists on the opposite 


benches. The second reason. which | 
was given by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dartford, was that 


this was a mere departmental matter. 
If it was a departmental matter his argu- 
ment was in favour of the Amendment, 
because that proposed to leave the matter 
to the school boards, who had hitherto 
carried it out. The third argument was 
that of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and although it was sometimes difficult 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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|to discover where the fallacy of his 
argument lay, there was no difficulty 
at all in this case, for the subject of 
education was avowedly one to which 
he had paid very litttle attention, 
The right hon. Gentleman began by 
stating certain things that they were 
agreed upon. There was nothing more 
delusive than this process of putting 
propositions to which people were agreed, 
It was constantly done by the conjuror 
who played tricks in the exhibition hall, 
‘“* You see this is an apple,”’ and nobody 
denied it, and then at the next stage 
came the deception by which the people 
were deceived. The right hon. Gentleman 
said the school boards used to carry on 
these higher grade classes ; next that the 
courts, by the Cockerton judgment, had 
decided that they could no longer be 
permitted to carry them on, and then 
he went on to say that we were all agreed 
that it was impossible to deal in this 
session with the difficulty. That was 
where the fallacy of the argument lay. 
There was no difficulty at all in dealing 
adequately with the situation, the diffi- 
culty lay in settling and establishing the 
principle to be followed. The answer 
was that the Amendment dealt ade- 
quately with the difficulty. The right 
hon. Gentleman next said there were 
only two courses open to them—they 
must either entrust this matter to the 
school boards or to the county councils. 
His answer to that was that there was 
a third course. They need not entrust 
it to the school boards or the county 
councils, they could entrust it to the 
Department. That was the course which 
the Amendment proposed. The next 
point which the right hon. Gentleman 
made was that he could not believe 
the calumny that the school boards 
would write over the doors of their 
schools, ‘Closed by the action of the 
Education Department.”” What was the 
resolution quoted only a few minutes 
afterwards by the hon. Member for the 
Rotherham Division? Why, that the 
Rotherham School Board, because 
of their experience in going to the 
county council on previous occa 
sions, had now declined to go to the 
county council under this Bill, and 
would prefer to shut up their schools 
/That was the difficulty they were 
| certain to meet with—they were going 


| 
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to stir up old animosities. 


every county council and every school | council 


board that worked amicably together, 
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It was not; Under those words alone the county 


and whenever there had been harsh treat- | 


ment on one side or the other, they | 


were going to bring these old feelings 
into action in order to prevent the edu- 
cation of the children. 
calumny on the school boards. 
only an acknowledgment that where 
they had been harshly treated in jhe 





bo 
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or county borough would, 
therefore, be able to give or refuse con- 


sent. The clause then went on that they 
might empower the school board “ to 


|such an extent and on such terms,” 


That was not a/| 
It was | 


ing clause. 


past they could not be expected to work | 


smoothly now. 

The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Islington had _ spoken of 
the municipal association of which 
he was the head. That association 
had by reason of its character 
drawn to it all the progressive 
bodies in the country, but it left out of 
calculation altogether the backward 
corporations who did not wish to be 
dictated to by a central body in London 
and who wished to go on in their own 
slow, unprogressive way. The fourth 
argument in favour of the Bill was put 
forward by the hon. Member for the 
Tavistock Division—that it established 
a local central authority. He did not 
know where the hon. Member found 
that provided for in the Bill, and he did 
not think any one would find that it was 
there. There was one other argument 
started in favour of the Bill, although he 
did not think it was a reason at all. 
The hon. Member for Plymouth had 
stated that the Bill was a step in advance. 
If so, what was it an advance from ? 
This Bill only proposed to continue 
existing schools for a single year, and it 
invited the county authority to cut down 
the work if they liked. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen was challenged by the First Lord of 
the Treasuryand the Vice-President of the 
Council to show where the Bill contained 
an invitation to cut down the work. 
Anyone who was used to Acts of Parlia- 
ment had only to look at the Bill to see 
that it was a direct invitation to cut down 
and destroy the work of the school 
boards. The clause with the verbiage 
taken out would read as follows :— 
“Where a school board has, during 1901, 
illegally maintained any school or class | 
the county council or county borough 


and both of these were limiting phrases. 
He did not think the Vice-President 
would say that this was not a limiting 
clause. It certainly was not an extend- 
The clause set up several 
alternatives. The local authorities might 


/empower the school boards to go on as 


before, and the hon. Member for South 
Islington had assured the Committee 
that the bulk of the county councils 
would generally approve of the school 
boards going on as before. If they 
would, it was far better that the work 
should be in the hands of the Department, 
which was already conversant with it, 
than that it should be handed over to new 
bodies which were inexperienced. The 
next alternative was that they might 
refuse permission to go on, and in that 
case what about the schools which 
the First Lord said would not be 
closed? There was no appeal, and the 
schools must be closed. He supposed 
if the schools were closed under these 
conditions, and the school board were to 
write over the portals ‘* Closed by order 
of the Government,”’ the First Lord of 
the Treasury would get up and say 
it was a calumny, that it was not his 
work, and that they were closed in the 
face of what he wanted. The third 
alternative was that the county councils 
might give permission to ‘such extent 
as might be agreed upon” to carry on the 
schools. After getting details in the 
shape of balance-sheets and estimates 
from the school boards they might, if 
they chose, refuse permission to carry on 
some of the schools. A fourth alterna- 
tive was that they might refuse to deal 
with the matter altogether, not because 
they did not wish to see the school board 
doing its work, but because they thought 


the right way of doing the work was to 


keep it in the hands of the school board, 


'and that was the only way in which 


they could make a really effective pro- 
test against any proposals the Govern- 
ment might bring forward next session. 
Was it satisfactory that there should be 


may empower the school board to carry | the possibility of differences in dealing 
on the work of the school or class.’ | with a matter of this kind when there was 


T 2 
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a short and simple way out of the diffi- 


{COMMONS} 


culty provided by the Amendment ?. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Vice- 
President in the course of his speech last 


week had said— 


“T particularly looked into the case of 
Cardiff, because the chairman of the Cardiff 
School Board came up and had an interview 
with my noble friend the Lord President of the 
Council, and said we were going to turn 300 
clever children of the working classes into the 
streets. What were the facts?” 


That was the pleasant way in which 
the right hon. Gentleman dealt with the 
chairman of one of the great school 
boards of the country. Having quoted a 
statement made by the latter Gentleman 
when leading the deputation to the Duke 
of Devonshire, the right hon. Gentleman 
went on to say, ‘ What are the facts ?”’ 
He doubted whether he would be in 
order if he dealt with the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman in the same way. 
He was going to bring before the House 
what were the actual facts, because, 
although the right hon. Gentleman said 
he had got the facts, he did not seem to 
have made a very careful investigation. 
He would quote presently from the 
gentleman whom the right hon. Gentle- 
man had so insidiously attacked, and 
who had done something to make the 
facts a little more clear. ** What are the 
facts ?”’ asked the right hon. Gentleman, 
and then he went on— 


“There are 268 altogether in the School of 
Science. Of these 160 only are over fifteen 
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made on the chairman of the school 
board the right hon. Gentleman need 
not be surprised that that gentleman 
should make a retort. He did not wish 


‘to associate himself with these passages 


years of age, and these forty-five only are in | 


the advanced course, so that the result of the 
judgment, if carried out most rigidly, would 
be the exclusion of 160 children only from the 
school; and exclusion of only forty-five who 
are taking the advanced course; andthe whole 
of these young people could be provided for in 
the Welsh intermediate school in the same 
town.” 


Now, what was the reply of the chairman 
of the Cardiff School Board to the right 
hon. Gentleman on this matter? He 
did not suppose the right hon. Gentle- 
man had seen it himself, but he would 
find it in that day's Daily Chronicle. 
He was not going to read the whole of 
the letter, because there were certain 
passages in it which he was sure would 
be condemned in this House as too strong 


language, although after the direct | 
attack the right hon. Gentleman had 
: | 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 


in the letter, but only with the chair- 
man’s contradiction on matters of fact, 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said the 
hon. Member would not be in order in 
going beyond the scope of the Amend- 
ment before the Committee. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he was 
only referring to a statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Vice-President 
of the Council on the First Reading of 
the Bill, and which had been quoted 
that evening by the hon. Member for 
the Loughborough Division, as to the 
provision for the children in the inter- 
mediate school in Cardiff. He wished 
to show that the right hon. Gentleman 
had not looked carefully into the facts, 
or had not brought them forward as 
they existed. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that 
the hon. Member could not proceed in 
the line he was taking. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he did not 
intend to dispute the Chairman’s ruling, 
but might he ask, as a matter of instruc: 
tion, if figures were quoted on one side 
of the House, was it not in order to 
quote figures to prove that the first were 
wrong ! 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he 
had only to deal with what was in order 
at the present moment. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he‘ was 
not dealing with previous stages of the 
Bill, but with figures quoted that night. 
when the right hon. Gentleman the 
Vice-President rose to his feet and in- 
sisted on his hon. friend reading on. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that 


that referred to another matter. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he’ hoped 
he had sufficient knowledge of the pro- 
ceedings of; the ‘Housegto . obey the 
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Chairman’s ruling ; but he might be per- | speech of the right hon. the First Lord 


mitted to say that he trusted that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Vice-President | 
would read the letter of the Chairman of | 
the Cardiff School Board for himself, | 
and that he would correct his own figures 
when he found that these were wrong. 
The hon. Member for Plymouth objected 
to the phrase “‘ Suspensory Bill,”’ 


pensory Bill was. He agreed that if the 


language in this House was to be criti- | 


cised with the accuracy of an indictment 
at quarter sessions, ‘ Suspensory ” was 
not sufficiently accurate ; but the phrase 
expressed what they wanted to be done. 
They wanted to suspend the Cockerton 
judgment. 
would be an 

“suspensory ” 


and not a 
although the eriti- 


* overriding ” 


Bill, 


cism of his hon. friend went a little too | 


far considering the circumstances of the 
case. But the hon. Gentleman went on to 
say that they, on that side of the House, 
objected to a Bill that would continue 
the present state of things. The hon. 
Member was speaking in entire igno- 
rance. Why, the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Northern Division of 
Cheshire had before Easter brought in 
a Bill which proposed to do exactly 
what the hon. Member had referred to, 
viz., continue the present state of things, 
and that Bill had been cordially sup- 
ported on that side of the House. There- 
fore, when the hon. Member said that 
such a Bill would not be supported on 
that side of the House, he was speaking 
of what was not the fact. In regard to 
the franchise, the hon. Member said 
that the borough council franchise was 
more directly representative and better 
than the school board franchise, because 
the school board franchise had the 
cumulative vote. That was quite correct, 
but the hon. member forgot that the 
register on which the school boards were 
was usually a twelvemonth 
fresher than that on which the county 
councils and the borough councils were 
elected, 


himself was not in favour of the cumu- 
lative vote, but if they were going to) 


argue this question on small points | 


whole of the} 


out. 


the 
brought 


have 
points 


let them 
small 


'the Bill had failed 
and | of educationists, even on their own 
said that he did not know what a Sus- | 


Perhaps the correct phrase | 


| enemies, 
| friends ; 
and, therefore, they got more 
closely the opinion of the people. He. 


| of the Treasury as to the future of educa- 
tion in this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman had evidently in his mind 
the Bill which had failed, and the measure 
which was going to fail. The reason that 
was because the 
Government had never taken the advice 
side 
of the House; their object was not to 
advance the broad general interests of 
education throughout the country, but 
to help voluntary education and to bring 
over children to a particular sect. If 
the First Lord would take his courage 
in both hands at once, as they had never 
seen him do in regard to education, and 
if he would come out from among the 
little circle of people round him, if he 
would read the evidence laid before the 
Royal Commission on Secondary Educa- 
tion, if he would even have a précis of 
that evidence prepared for him and care- 
fully consider it, or if he would consult 
the reports which came from the United 
States and Germany as to the lines on 
which education ran in these countries, 
or content himself with scanning the 
records of the manner in which education 
was dealt with in any one of our colonies, 
he would then see whether no lessons 
were to be learned from them for the 
benefit of the mother country, and they 
might then see a Bill which would be of 
some real benefit to the community. 


The most painful thing about the whole . 
situation was that when they came to 
deal with education they had, instead of 
great measures, mere flimsy Bills like 
this trying to turn the current of edu- 
cation into channels into which it 
did not want to go, and spectacles like 
that which they had witnessed in 1896. 
The Bill of that year was not defeated by 
the force of the Opposition, but by the 
failure of the Ministerialists; it was 
defeated not by the strength of its 
but by the feebleness of its 
it was an Amendment from 
the Ministerial benches which finally 
made an end of it. It might he there were 
men on the Ministerial benches who were 
more devoted to the cause of education 


than some of the men on the Opposition 
| benches ; but, at any rate, the best educa- 
There | 


was no hopeto be drawn from the| equal in every respect in their earnest 
| 


tionists on either side of the House were 
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devotion to the cause of education. 


{COMMONS} 


And | past in regard to education. 
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He ven- 


yet when men on both sides of the House | tured to say that the people would. 


were willing to join hands in order to get 


a really effective measure of education, | 


they had the First Lord of the Treasury 
throwing across the floor of the House 
taunts not worthy of the front bench. 
They were told that they were talking 
‘political rubbish.” What 
amount to? Would the right hon. 
Gentleman, as a controversialist, even in 
his first year in this House, have paid 
any attention to a phrase like that ? 
That was the sort of thing one heard in a 
debating society. They all talked in 
that way twenty or thirty years ago in 
the Hardwicke Society and places of that 
kind, where strong language told more 
than argument, and where loud de- 
nunciatory speeches were what every- 
body enjoyed. Surely they had not 
descended to that? Where would 
language such as that of the First Lord 
of the Treasury lead them? It helped 
nothing except to encourage those on 
that side of the House in their opposition 
to the Bill. Moreover, it was one of those 
half truths which were not true. Of 
course there was a great deal of rubbish 
—political rubbish—talked on both sides 
of the House. He ventured to say that 
the Vice-President must have heard 


| 
| 


seriously consider who was to blame 
when they found their schools closed,, 


and when even constables were no longer 


able to get the education they wanted to. 
qualify themselves for the promotion. 


'to which they aspired, they would not 


did that. 


take kindly to the sneers of the right 


hon. Gentleman. 


speeches from his own friends which 
were not quite the thing he would have | 
‘another authority would ask for accounts 


liked to have heard. Political rubbish, 
again, depended upon the standpoint of 
the man who made the observations. 
No one questioned the capacity of the 
right hon. Gentleman in some matters : 
but would any educationist in the country 
mind a criticism of that kind coming 
from the First Lord of the Treasury 2 
When had he shown any real know- 
ledge of the needs of the people as re- 
garded education ; when had he shown 
any real sympathy with their wants ? 
When the Vice-President spoke of a 
police-constable of mature years working 
away in an evening school in order to 
perfect himself in handwriting, he should 
have thought that that was a thing that 
would have appealed to the heart of any 
man. But the First Lord cheered and 
laughed and enjoyed the sneers of the 
Vice-President and his ridicule of such a 
moving incident. When hon. Members 


| attend to it himself ? 


| Another 


There was one other phrase of the First 
Lord of the Treasury to which he wished 
torefer. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that he did not believe that this Bill would 
check education. But when the right 
hon. Gentleman set a large number of 
authorities to deal with a single proposi- 


tion, did he expect the whole of them to. 


deal with it in the same way? Did any- 
body ever know all local authorities to 
deal with any question in the same way ? 
He would give an illustration. The right. 
hon. Gentleman knew the importance 
of main roads. Well, there was a clause 
in the Local Government Act, 1888, which 
provided that local authorities might 
deal with the main roads in several. 
alternative ways, and the local autho- 
rities took every possible method of deal- 
ing with them ; they used every alterna- 
tive in the Act. They would do exactly. 
the same with this Education Bill. One 
authority would give the school boards 
a free hand to do what they liked; 


submit 
and 


and bank books and them 
to rigid examination, check 
every expenditure, and arrest progress. 
would say, “We entirely 
approve of the school board having 
charge of elementary education, but our 
technical system is the best for the higher 
grade schools.”” And yet the right hon. 
Gentleman said that this Bill was not 
going to check education! The right 
hon. Gentleman said that it would only 
shut up the bad schools; but that sug- 
gested another question to his mind. 
How was it that there were bad schools ! 
Why had they not been shut up! 
Where was the control of the Vice 
President ? Did he leave all this to the 
President of the Council, and did he not 
If there were bad! 
schools the Department ought to have 
found it out long ago, and as to shutting 


of the House talked about political | them up, how were the county councils, 
rubbish, they would be judged by their | with a fortnight to obtain information. 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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to find,out which were the bad schools 
when the Vice-President had not dis- 
covered them in all these years with all 
the resources of his Department at his 
command? The right hon. Gentleman 
told them that this Bill was intended to 
help these schools; but, if so, why were 
two words omitted ? When the Bill said 
that the county councils or the borough 
councils ‘“‘may empower the school 
board to carry on for the period of one 
year from that day the work of the 
school or class,” they ought to have had 
after the words ‘‘ carry on”’ the words 
“or extend.” He should not argue this 
point now, because on a later Amendment 
they would have the opportunity of test- 
ing the real value of the statement of the 
First Lord, of the Treasury, that he was 
anxious to do all that he could to en- 
courage education, and only to shut up 
the bad schools. A statement had been 
made by the hon. Member for Leicester, 
which had been questioned with a good 
deal of violence. that they knew no 
polities in education ; but the fact was 
so, and there was an ilustration ready 
to hand, known to every Member of 
the House. 
regard to the London School Board ? 





Who was the leader of the Progressive 
party on the London School Board ? 
Mr. Lyulph Stanley, a Unionist. Who 
was the Chairman of the Works Com- 
mittee? Lord Morpeth, a Unionist, who 
stood as a Unionist candidate at the last 
election. Who was the Chairman of the 
Finance Committee ? Sir Charles Elliott, 
a Conservative. 


Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 


order. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his report to the 
House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


COURSE OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
House will probably continue the dis- 
cussion of this Bill under more satisfac- 
tory conditions with a Chairman of full 
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powers in the Chair, as it is not for our 
credit that scenes such as we have had 
to-night should be repeated. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): In the tumult of 
astonishment which arose from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement, we 
did not hear when this Bill was to be 
taken or what was to be taken to- 
morrow. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
what was to be taken to-morrow. If 
the right hon. Gentleman desires to 
know what will be taken to-morrow, or 
rather this day, it will be Supply, class 2, 
Vote 16, the Local Government Board ; 
then the Board of Agriculture, and then 
the Houses of Parliament, and the 
remaining Votes. 





What were the facts in} 





Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN : 
I think there is some ground for protest 
against the proposal to take two im- 
portant Votes of Supply at a notice of a 
few hours, when a distinctly different 
order of business has been announced 
so recently as the early part of this day. 
Hon. Members deeply interested in the 
Local Government Board, and not con- 
cerning themselves with the Education 
Bill, may have gone for a holiday. It is 
usual that Votes of Supply should be 
put down at reasonable notice, in order 
to prevent their being smuggled through 
the House in the absence of those most 
interested in them. However, I content 
myself with a protest, but I confess to 
being astonished at the change of pro- 
gramme, especially on the very flimsy 
ground, as alleged, of the inefficiency of 
the Chairman who has presided over the 
debate to-night [Ministerial cries of 
“No, no.”’], because I never heard a 
Chairman who was more capable of exer- 
cising with extreme rigidity the powers 
he possesses. We are in the hands of the 
Government, and if they think it desirable 
in the interests of their Bill to have a 
week’s or a fortnight’s delay in the 
middle of this debate I am astonished 
at their opinion ; but I quite acquiesce. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid): On the point of order, 
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Mr. Speaker, must not the right hon. 


Gentleman name a day ? 


{COMMONS} 
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bo 


{ existence—and he did not care how 
/soon it went out of existence—so long 
as it pretended to manage a college for 


ad 
R Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have named | the training of teachers, the students 


Monday. 


Lz SUPPLY [Jury 12ru]. 
Resolution reported. 
1901--2. 


CiviL Service Estimates, 


Class IV. 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £705,771 
{including a supplementary sum_ of 
£5,000), be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1902, for the 
Expenses of the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland, including 
a Grant in Aid of the Teachers’ Pension 


Fund, Ireland.”’ 


Resolution read a second time. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
said he desired to ask the Chief Secretary 
whether certain circumstances had been 
brought to his notice in connection with 
the training college in Marlborough 
Street, Dublin, which was under the 
National Board of Edueation. That 
college had been in existence nearly as 
long as the Board of Education itself. It 
was strictly undenominational, and was 
attended by students who were Roman 
Catholics, Presbyterians, Episcopalians, 
and Methodists. The residence for men 
was in Great George’s Street, and con- 
sisted of two or three tenement houses 
which were a perfect disgrace, and to 
which the attention of the sanitary autho- 
rities ought long since to have been 
called. He had gone over the whole of 
the houses, and he thought the Chief 
Secretary would be driven to admit 
that they were not places where the 
students ought to be lodged. At the 
house in Talbot Street for the female 
students there had been so much illness 
that it had been found necessary to take 
a health resort for them at Glasnevin. 
That was a state of affairs which ought 
not to continue to exist. So long as the 
National Board of Education was in 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 


were entitled to decent treatment. In 
1891 they were promised something like 
decent treatment, but they had not got 
what was promised by the First Lord 
of the Treasury. It was the duty of 
‘the board to see that the student. were 
properly taken care of and_ provided 
tor. He begged iormally to move the 
reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Amendment proposed,— 


“To leave out ‘£705,771,’ 'and insert 
‘£705,671’ instead thereof.”— (Mr 7. W. 
Russell.) 


Question proposed, “ That £705,771’ 
stand part of the Resolution. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said that the question raised by the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone was a 
very important one, which ought to 
receive the consideration of the Chiet 
Secretary. He could speak from expe- 
rience and from intimate acquaintance 
with the college buildings, that their 
condition was a disgrace to the Board of 
Education. He had lived in these houses, 
and had only been too glad to get out of 
them with his life. No matter whether 
these students were Catholics, or Episco- 
palians, or Presbyterians they were to 
be the teachers of the youth of Ireland, 
and the Board of Education ought to 
take more interest in their training and 
the conditions under which that training 
was carried on. But this was only one 
of the many charges which could be 
brought against the Board and the ofhi- 
cials of the Board. The members of the 
Board had no interest whatever in the 


great work with which they were 
charged. He had heard, a few days 


ago, of a member of the Board who had 
never attended a meeting of the Board 
for fifteen years, but who had_ been 
whipped up for some particular occasion 
in order to give his vote. About twelve 
months ago this gentleman was waited 
upon by a deputation of teachers in Bel- 
fast who wanted his support for a change 
in the regulations of the new scheme. 
| The gentleman listened to what the 
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deputation had to say, and then he asked, 
“Has there been any new scheme? I have 
never heard of it.” That was a speci- 
men of the gentlemen who were sup- 
posed to direct the educational destinies 
of their country. His ignorance was on 
a par with the negligence and incapacity 
of the permanent officials, who did all in 
their power to block Irish education. 
Dr. Walsh had always taken a keen 
interest in education, and had brought 
to his work a trained intelligence, as he 
had been a teacher himself, and, more- 
over, he had a great love for the people. 
After working for a number of years as 
a member of the Board, and effecting a 
number of reforms, he found his efforts 
practically useless, because the officials 
of the Board blocked him on everv hand. 
His grace resigned his position on the 
Board, but not till he had exhausted all 
his patience ; he said that it was impos- 
sible to set matters right from within, 
and he took the course which it was to 
be hoped would lead to setting matters 
right from without. When the new 
scheme of education was introduced com- 
plaints were forwarded to the Board 
from no fewer than 3,000 teachers who 
had been injuriously affected, but these 
were all left in the hands of one official, 
the Assistant Financial Secretary ; and 
only 300 of these complaints had been 
attended to, the rest having been thrown 
into the waste-paper basket. It was the 
business of the Board to have made care- 
ful inquiry into all these complaints, 
and to have found out whether there was 
justice in the complaints made. The 
question of the residual grant had also not 
received the attention which it deserved 
from the Chief Secretary. The teachers 
claimed the balance of that residual grant, 
amounting to over £18,000, which had 
been withheld from them. They had 
been told that all the money that was due 
had been paid in April, 1901, but such 
was not the fact, and if the Chief Secre- 
tary were to go into that branch of the 
question, he was sure that the right hon. 
Gentleman would agree with Dr. Walsh. 
It was a blunder of an official who now 
adhered to his statement that the money 
was not due. Of course, when an official | 
blundered he was always backed up from 

the Treasury Bench. Was that the way 

to set matters right ? He trusted that 

the debate on Friday night last and that | 


| 
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| night would show the House and the 
people of Ireland that the education of 
Ireland should not be entrusted to men 
who had shown themselves so hopelessly 
incompetent, They had proved their 
case for an inquiry into the conduct of 
the Board of Education in Ireland, but 
their demands for inquiry and reform 
had been denied by the British House of 
Commons. The people of Ireland should 
take the matter into their own hands, 
and the sooner the Board of Education 
was swept away and the education of 
Irish children was placed in the hands 
of the representatives of the people the 
better it would be for Ireland and the 
easier it would be for the House of 
Commons. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh 
N.) said he entirely sympathised with the 
remarks of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone with regard to the condition of 
the residences in connection with Marl- 
borough Street Training College. He 
was sure the Chief Secretary would give 
an assurance to the House that some steps 
would be taken to prevent the unfor- 
tunate persons, who would become school 
teachers in Ireland, if they survived the 
sanitary conditions which existed at 
present, from being obliged to live in such 
places. He was perfectly certain that in 
England, Scotland, or Wales these con- 
ditions would not be tolerated for a 
moment, and he did not see why Irish 
students should be subjected to them. 
The condition of the tenements was a 
scandalous grievance which could not be 
defended by anybody. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the 
buildings comes under the Vote inClass 1, 
and not Class 4. The present Vote refers 
to administration and salaries. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he 
would not enter into the question in 
detail. He would only allude to the 
question of the buildings as a very strik- 
ing illustration of the gross neglect of 
their business by the Board. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is proceeding to discuss the buildings. 
He should defer his observations on that 
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’ ‘ 
Mr. DILLON: We are in rather an} 
awkward position as regards the Amend- | 
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Service Estimates. 


536: 


come under the supervision of the 
sanitary authority of the Dublin Cor- 
poration. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon.” Member 


ment. I understood that the Amend-| cannot go into that. 


ment was moved for the purpose of| 
calling attention to this matter. | 


Mr. TULLY said that on Friday last,. 


| when they were discussing the conduct 
*Mr. SPEAKER: On the Report stage | of the Resident Commissioner of Educa- 
there can be but one Amendment. | tion, that gentleman favoured the House 


_with his presence and occupied a seat 
, | ‘ r. yas allowed ak 
Mr. DILLON said he did not ioc: | eet He was allowedto make 





pose to go over the ground which} 
was traversed pretty fully on Friday. | 
He did not think it would be pos-' 
sible now to have a discussion on | 
the general condition of education in | 
Ireland, which, of course, they could not | 
enter upon on Friday last, because | 
the whole of the time was occupied on | 
one matter—the disorganisation of the | 
National Board, and the resignation of | 
the Archbishop of Dublin. He believed | 
he would be permitted, with the indul- | 
gence of the Chair, to demur from one | 
observation that fell from his hon. friend | 
the Member for West Kerry, who stated | 
that the students were compelled to | 
live in the lowest part of the city. They | 
lived in the same street as he lived in him- | 
self. The houses were more comfortable | 
and well built, and he ventured to say 
they were as fine and as beautiful as in| 
any city in the world. It was all the| 
more disgraceful, therefore, that the | 
students’ residences should be in the) 
condition which had been described. | 


| 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said the | 
right hon. and gallant Member for | 
North Armagh had just come back from | 
his 12th of July experiences at meetings, | 
where his friends had been passing votes | 
of censure on His Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment. When the right hon. and gallant | 
Member got up to support the hon. | 
Member for South Tyrone he thought | 
his remarks were, as Mark Twain said on | 
a similar occasion, a little ‘‘ surcustic.”’ | 
This Vote had reference to the salaries | 
of the officials who were entrusted with | 
the administration of the scheme of. 
education in Ireland, and if they had | 


allowed the buildings to get into an | 


insanitary condition, the buildings should | 


Mr. Speaker, 


most insulting remarks towards Mem- 
bers who were addressing the House. 
It was outrageous that a public official 
connected with one of the boards of 
Ireland should come over and treat the 
House in the manner he had done. 
He had treated the Irish Members in 
the way he would have done if they had’ 
been in Ireland. There was no regard 
for the Irish Members when in Ireland. 
The officials seemed to think that any 
treatment was good enough for them. 
The Resident Commissioner, when sitting 
under the gallery, was even sarcastic 
about the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. If any 
one turned to the Daily News he would 
find the remarks which Dr. Starkie made 
during his eloquent and graceful speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 

has nothing to do with the Vote. If 
there was disorder in the House from 
underneath the gallery attention should 
have been called to it at the time. 


Mr. TULLY said he quite appreciated 
that by the ruling he could not refer 
to the conduct of the Resident Com- 
missioner of Education when he came 
to the House. Probably that did not 
come within the purview of the Vote, but 
they were now discussing a Vote which 
included the Resident Commissioner's 
salary—a gentleman who had acquired 
manners in Ireland which he carried 
even so far as the precincts of this House. 
The Resident Commissioner was in his 
opinion imcompetent for the discharge 
of his duties, and Dr. Walsh was obliged 
to resign his membership of the National 
Board on account of the state of chaos 
and confusion in the office of the Board. 
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Dr. Starkie had written to Dr. Walsh 
that certain officials in the office were 
perfectly hopeless, and that he could do 
nothing with them. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had sat out the debate on 
Friday evening, he would have entertained 


a different view of Dr. Starkie’s conduct | 


than he did on the present occasion 
The Vote included a sum of £18,000 
for the National Teachers’ Pension Fund 
and gratuities. He knew that when 
the pension fund was started they were 


told that with a contribution of 24, 


per cent. from the teachers, the fund 
would be perfectly solvent for all the 
demands that could be made upon it. 
The actuary had humbugged the Govern- 
ment and the public in that respect, 
and it was perfectly outrageous that 
Parliament should be asked to correct 


the figures put before them by this! 


actuary. The Government ought to 
have looked more carefully into the 
matter. The result was that the teachers 
had suffered and Parliament had suffered, 
because the pensions had been reduced 
from £80 a year to £62 a year, and now 
Parliament was called on to vote a sum 
of £18,000 to save the fund from bank- 
ruptey. They were entitled to some 
explanation in regard to this pension 
fund, and in regard to Dr. Starkie, 
who had shown his bad manners under 
the gallery on Friday night. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he had not risen at all to encourage 
the prolongation of the debate, although 
he regretted the ruling of the Chair- 
man which prevented him from referring 
to the subject raised by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone. He trusted that the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able to 
give them some assurance in regard to 
the larger question raised in the debate 
on Friday night, although that only 
covered a portion of the subject-matter 
of this Vote. 
cussion on Friday, certain letters had 
been read which had been written by 
Dr. Starkie to Dr. Walsh. When he 
initiated the discussion he was not in 
possession of these letters, and he was 
afraid that sufficient attention had not 
been called to them; and the Chief 
Secretary was apparently in a difficulty 
because he had had only time to glance 
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at them. These letters were of the most 
extraordinary and important character. 
The charge that they had made was that 
the whole working of this great public 
Department had broken down, and it 
was on that complaint that Archbishop 
Walsh had resigned his seat on the Board 
of Education. They had endeavoured 
to prove their contention by a variety of 
circumstances, but now they had these 
letters from the Resident Commissioner 
to Dr. Walsh, in which that gentleman 
declared that the Education office was in 
a state of confusion, that he could not 
get the work properly done, and that 
two of the higher officials were absolutely 
hopeless. Now, the Chief Secretary, 
taken at a disadvantage, had on Friday 
night skimmed over these letters as. 
lightly as possible, and did not give any- 
thing like a considered answer to them. 
Some time had elapsed since then, and 
what he wanted to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman was whether in view of these 
statements he proposed to institute an 
inquiry into these allegations, or whether: 
he intended to take any stepsatall. The 
matter could not be left untouched in the 
present position. What he rose for was. 
to put this point to the Chief Secretary— 
that having now had time to consider 
these letters since last Friday, did , he 
propose to take any action—did he pro-- 
pose to institute any inquiry, or did he 
seriously tell the House of Commons: 
that this Department was to be allowed 
to jog along as before, and that no in- 
quiry whatever was to be made into the: 
allegations with regard to its failure by 
the head of the Department? This 
question was one of vital importance, 
and everyone would admit that he was 
taking a perfectly reasonable attitude in 
asking the Chief Secretary to give a clear 
answer to his request. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): I am 
precluded by the forms of the House 
from dealing with the first matter 
brought before us, but as the hon. Mem- 
ber asked me to give some assurance 
that I will look to the matter, I can only 
say that at the instance of Dr. Starkie, 
who I think has been somewhat unfairly 
criticised, I have given my attention to 
the question of the housing of the un- 
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denominational students. I cannot go 


into a matter involving questions of | 


additional money, and also of a particular 
site, which are the subject of communica- 
tions between a public Department and 
the Treasury, beyond expressing the 
hope that a solution may be arrived at, 
and arrived at soon. 
other point was that raised by the hon. 
Member for Waterford. It was a ques- 
tion addressed to myself whether I had, 
on reflection, come to any conclusion 
other than that which I gave to the 
House on Friday last in regard to the 
demand for an inquiry. He bases that 
question on the letters addressed by Dr. 


Starkie to Archbishop Walsh in May , 


last, which were published in the Free- 
man’s Journal of Friday last. I had, as 
the hon. Member had, only a brief oppor- 
tunity of studying the letter, but I had 
the advantage of being aware of Dr. 
Starkie’s own views on that matter, 
and I expressed those views very frankly 
to the House. Those were private 


expressions on his part in regard to the 
kind of difficulties which present them- 
selves to any man who is engaged ener- 
getically in carrying out a complicated 


and difficult task. I cannot abandon 
the position I took up on Friday. I 
must still hold to the opinion I then 
expressed—namely, that in respect of the 
letters to the teachers sent out from the 
Department a sufficient cause for inquiry 
has not been made out. There were 
188 in all, and therefore in regard to the 
contention urged by the hon. Member 
for West Kerry it is not the case that so 
many letters have been dismissed without 
attention. Only 188 teachers were in- 
formed that there was no case for excep- 
tional treatment in respect of the claims 
they preferred. I cannot make the 
speech again that I made on Friday, but 
I must still hold that what took place in 
that Department would have taken 
place in any public department under so 
great a strain, and that brings me back 
to what the hon. Member for Waterford 
said with respect to the reflection of Dr. 
Starkie upon certain officials. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Reflection ? 
It was more than that. I am sure the 
right hon. Gentleman would not inten- 
tionally mislead hon. Members who were 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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|not present when the letter was read. 
Dr. Starkie said that two of the highest 
officials in the office were hopeless, and 
he was hopeless of being able to do any 
good. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All I can say is 
that he is not hopeless now. He is 
sanguine. I cannot say more than what 
I have said upon the value of private 
communications, which contained a hasty 
judgment by one official on some of his 
subordinates, when both are engaged ina 
difficult task. I said on Friday night 
that this is a question of staff, and that 
there are men in that office who might 
be superannuated as soon as they can be. 
I think the hon. Member will admit that 
I dealt in a liberal spirit with that side of 
the question on Friday night. In my 
opinion, it would be well if some of the 
officials in that office were not kept so 
long. I said that on Friday, and I repeat 
it now; but I say that to institute a public 
inquiry at the end of July into the work 
of this office, engaged with a great 
measure of success in getting through 
with a difficult task, is not a practical 
proposal which | could submit to the 
House. If I did submit it, the House 
would reject it as being unworkable. 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said he had been trying for the 
last six months to get an answer with 
regard to a grievance which he _ had 
repeatedly brought before the House. 
He protested against the vote for this 
Board, because on the Chief Secretary's 
own showing the oftice was hopelessly 
gone. The right hon. Gentleman ad- 
mitted no later than last Thursday that 
he was disappointed at not being able to 
get a reply to a query put to the Board 
two months ago. A question was put 
down on 14th May last with reference to 
‘the manner in which the city of Dublin 
was flooded with books from Scotland and 
elsewhere for the teaching of the children 
of Ireland. The Chief Secretary told 
him if he would repeat the question in a 
fortnight he would be able to give an 
answer. When the fortnight had elapsed 
the right hon. Gentleman told him that 
he had not yet received an answer. Hewas 
satisfied that the right hon. Gentleman 
‘had done his best. He came again in 
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another fortnight and got a_ similar | 


reply. Last week he was told that the 
Board of Commissioners had not yet had 
time to give an answer to this simple 
question. This Board was either under- 
manned or incompetent. In view of the 
way the Chief Secretary’s request had 
been treated they could well imagine the 
way in which the Archbishop of Dublin 
had been treated by these people. The 
point he wished to bring out was that, 
owing to the want of sympathy between 
the Board and the people of Ireland, the 
claims of the workers of Dublin were being 
neglected. Books which should be printed 
and bound in the country were imported 
in cartloads. This was a serious matter 
to the workmen of Dublin. Two years 
ago there were thirty-five bookbinders 
employed on these books in that 
city, and now there were not two. 
There were certain members on the 
Board of Education who were in the pay 
of Messrs. Blackie, and the binders and 
others believed that it was owing to the 
fact that these men were in the employ 
of that firm that the work was going to 
Glasgow, with the result that the book- 
binders of Dublin were deprived of that to 
which they were entitled. He was sorry 
to be compelled to make that statement. 
He had withheld it as long as he could, 
and he would ask the attention of the 
Chief Secretary to the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will allow me to interrupt him. 
He has forgotten the terms of the 
answer I gave. I said that I am still in 
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communication with them. The point 
is not so simple as the hon. Member sup- 
poses. It is a nice legal point, and on. 
that I am endeavouring to get a solution. 


Mr. NANNETTI said he was quite: 
satisfied that the Chief Secretary had 
done his best. He did not hold the right 
hon. Gentleman responsible for the 
action of the Commissioners. He would 
remind the Chief Secretary that the 
answer was that the sub‘ect had been 


“put on the agenda, and w > con- 
t the agenda, and would be con 


sidered at the next meeting. He was 
determined to have an answer to the- 
question. Some of the gentlemen who 
were acting as commissioners were also- 
editors for Messrs. Blackie. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL considered the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman was. 
unsympathetic in the extreme, and did 
not contain the shadow of a recognition 
of the gravity of the subjec: to which he 
had ca'led attention. He must therefore 
divide. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 


rose to continue the debate, when 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be- 
now put.’ 


The House divided :—Avyes, 145 ; Noes. 
65. (Division List No. 333.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Ggardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 


Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Bon. John 
Bagot, Capt JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baltour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.(Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K. R.(Christch’ch 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen B. 


Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol | 


Bignold, Arthur 
nd, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor’ 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow | 
Cox,IrwinEdward Bainbridge | 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay; Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wm. Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 


| Forster, Heary William 
| Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W 


Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ.E. (Elgin Nairn) 


; Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’s) 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
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Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x) | 


Hamilton, Margq.of(L’nd’derry 


Hanbury,kt. Hon. RobertWm. | 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords,N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Sheftield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh. ) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
‘Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

‘Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred N.S. 
.Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, tHn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
‘Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
iLueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 


“Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Jobn (Armagh, 5.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
‘Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

‘Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flvnn, James Christopher 
‘Gilhooly, James 


Question put 


tion.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
_Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
-Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
iBain, Colonel James Robert 





accordingly, 
‘£705,771’ stand part of the Resolu- | 67. 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(Edinb’rgh W 
Majendie, James A. H 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. WF. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milner, Sir Frederick G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robt. Pacy 
Morgan, David J.{Walthamst. 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 


| Seely, Capt. J EB. (Isleof Wight 


Smith,A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stewart,Sir MarkJ M ‘Taggart 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
| Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUni. 
| Thornton, Perey M. 


Mount, William Arthur 
ang Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murrry, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Palmer. Walter (Salisbury) 


Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) | 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley | 


Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, HnM. W. (Stalybridge) 


Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
| O’Mara, James 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 


* That. 


AYES. 


Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt HnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour,MajKR.(Christchurch 


Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin | 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bond, Edward 


| Brassey, Albert 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunton 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R. (Bath) 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Malley, William 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| White. Patrick (Meath North) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( Yorks, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O’ Brien. 


The House divided :—Aves, 140 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 334.) 


Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor! 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Worcr’ 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
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‘Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Supply—Civil 


Corbett,A.Cameron(Glasgow) | 


Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
‘Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


{15 Juty 1901} 


| Higginbottom, S. W. 

| Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Shefiield, Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,F’versh’m | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop.) | 
| Keswick, William 


Dorington, Sir John Edward | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailw ynEdward 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 


‘Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham | 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh WwW) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| Massey-Mainwaring,Hon.W.F. 


Godson, SirAugustusFrederick | 


Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 


-Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 


‘Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 


Claney, John Joseph 


‘Cogan, Denis J. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
‘Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

‘Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
‘Gilhooly, James 


Maxwell, WJ H.(Dumfriesshire 
Milner,Rt. Hn.Sir Frederick G. | 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Pease, HerbertPike Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 


NOES. 
Besse rage Daniel Ford 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hayne,Rt.Hon. Charles Seale- 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mooney, ‘John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


| Murphy, John 
| Nannetti, Joseph P 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, Kendal( TipperaryMid 
Roy Brien, Patriek( Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) | 


546 


Service Estimates. 


Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Ratelitt, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | 


Round, James 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(IsleofWight 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward | 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Wason,Joh 1Catheart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wilson,A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Dowd, John 

O Kelly. Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 


| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR ec ‘aimed, * ‘ That | mittee in the said Resolution.” 
the Main Question be now put.” | 


Main Question put accordingly, “ That | 
ithis House doth agree with the Com. | 





The House divided :—Avyes, 116 ; Noes, 
64, (Division List No. 335.) 
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Acland-Hood,Cap. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bigot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt HnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, MajKR.(Christchurch 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Worc’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane,Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dilkeith, Evrl of 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield: 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton. Rt. HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent, Faversh.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants.Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
veigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long.Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col.Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Milner, Rt. Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 


NOES. 


surdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O*Connor, Jas. (Wicklow) W.) 
| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
| ODonnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, John 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 


(IRELAND, 


BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 


for this day. 
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Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm‘thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur ~ 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (, 
Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Palmer. Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Ratclitf, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln! 
Seely,Capt.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Smith, Abel H.(Herts., East) 
Smith‘ Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw.Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Welby,Lt--Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset'' 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (Yorks, W.R.} 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Adjourned at a quarier before 


Two of the clock. 
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_ WELLS CURPORATION WATER BILL, 


F to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
F ments considered, and agreed to. Se 


. SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [1.1.]. 


k to, with Amendments. 











549 Trawlers’ Certificates {16 JuLy 1901} Suspension Bill. 550 


HOUSE OF LORDS. { | LOC AL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
Tuesday, 16th July, 1901. | Read 3% (according to Order), and 
— | | passed. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


‘ | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
The Lord Chesham took the Oath. ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


_-—— _ Amendments reported (according to 


>p re Order), and Bill to be read 34 on Thurs- 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. day next. 





WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAM- | 
WAYS BILL [#.1.]. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND |) cpwagy , 
RAILWAY BILL. SEWAGE DISPOSAL—ROYAL COM. 


Reported with Amendments. Interim Report of the Commissioners 
TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON @PP0inted to inquire and report what 

RAILWAY BILL. methods of treating and disposing of 
: ° | Sewage may properly be adopted ; with 
NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. | minutes of evidence, inaex, and appen- 
Read 34, with the ‘Amendments, and | dices. 


| 
passed, and returned to the Commons. | 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 


; LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. (EVICTION NOTICES). 


: : = - | Ae 
Standing Order No. 93, considered | Return of the number of eviction 
(according to Order), and dispensed with, | notices filed during the quarter ended 


: with respect to a petition of the Surbiton | | 30th June, 1901. 


Urban District Council; leave given to | 


| present the said petition. | IMPERIAL INSTITUTE—INDIAN 


SECTION 
HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT | SECTIO 
COUNCIL BILL [H.1.]. | Annual Report for the year 1900-1901. 


| Presented (by Command), and ordered to 


Returned from the Commons agreed | | tie on the Table, 


| 
| 


BETTING. 

The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered, 
BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. except to members of the Committee, 
until further order. 


Xeturned from the Commons agreed 


f CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 


ELECTRIC POWER BILL. Se 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, SELECT COMMITTEES. 


ETC.) BILL. ‘ . 
‘ sidan Ordered that all Select Committees do 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. | adjourn over Thursday and Friday next. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL. | 

WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
Amendments agreed to. SION BILL [H.L.}. 
| Reported from the Standing Committee 

NAVAL WORKS (PROVISIONAL | with a further Amendment ; the Report 

ORDER) BILL. _of the Amendments made in Committee 

House in Committee (according to of the Whole House and by the Stand- 
Order); Bill reported without amend-| ing Committee to be received on Monday 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ;| next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. 
and Bill to be read 34 on Thursday next, | (No. 164. ) 


VOL. XCVII. [FourtH Sgries.] U 














551 New Public Buildings— 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
BILL {H.L.}. 

House in Committee (according. to 
Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


NEW PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN WHITE. 
HALL AND PARLIAMENT STREET— 
PROPOSED MODELS. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I do not know when it was that Mr.. 
Chamberlain in one of his speeches said 
that Home Rule was “as dead as Julius 
Cesar.” I was certainly under the im- 
pression that all questions as regards 
models of the proposed public buildings 
at Whitehall and Parliament Street were 
as dead as the great emperor and con- 
queror to whom Mr. Chamberlain re- 
ferred. I will give your Lordships the 
reason, first, why I thought that there 
was no hope. If I take your Lordships 
back about two years, when this matter 
was before the House, your Lordships 
will see the steps that were then taken. 
The first thing was that a memorial was 
drawn up praying for models to be made 
and publicly exhibited. The memorialists 
said— 

“In respectfully making this request we 
are only asking in the public interest, and for 
the sake of those who come after us, that all 
possible care and precautions should be taken 
to ensure'the erection of a War Office building 
in all ways worthy of the site, and that by the 
public exhibition of models, as proposed, suc- 
cessful precedents established in the case of 
designs tor publicibuildings by H.M. Oftice of 
Works should now be followed.” 


That memorial which was presented two 
years ago was signed by 140 peers. 
Among the signatories were the 
Marquess of Lorne (then a Member 
of Parliament), one archbishop, five 
bishops, six dukes, and _ two field- 
marshals; so that your Lordships will 
see that it is difficult to conceive of a 
memorial that would carry more weight. 
This memorial was sent to my noble 
friend at the head of the Government. 
We gota very curt reply, in which my 
noble friend said that the Government 
had fully considered the subject, and that 
he was not prepared to take any action in 
the matter, and that contracts had 
already been taken. 
my noble friend information with regard 
to contracts was not quite accurate in this. 
Contracts may at that time have been 
taken so far as regarded the making of 


{LORDS}: 


Now, whoever gave | 





Proposed Models. 


‘the ground ready and fit for the building ; 
| but at that time, as I shall show presently, 
| no contract had been taken for the actual 
building itself. That was two years ago, 

and so far there was nothing as regards 
the question of contracts or building 

which. might have interfered in any way 
with what. is now asked, the presentation. 
| of. models. 


Upon this reply I ventured to put 
down a resolution, which I do not need. 
to trouble your Lordships with, which 
| was very much the same as the resolution 
Iam now about to-submit to the House. 
On the 4th August, 1899,* I brought this 
subject before your Lordships in, as. | 
hope, a very sensible and temperate 
speech, and it was met by the Govern- 
ment, might almostsay, with contumely— 
that is to say, they snubbed us. My noble 
friend the Secretary for War was put up 
to reply, and he “sniped ” us all round at 
that time. Not only that, but with ex- 
ceptional facetiousness he told us that if 
we got the model and placed it on a table 
we should.only see the buildings as we 
might see them from the top of the Duke 
of York’s Column.. 


My Lords, I will say no. more upon 
that point, and I need not say more to 
prove the opposition of His Majesty's 
| Government to this procedure which was 
then asked for. But, my Lords, I think 
you will see that at that time there was 
very little hope of anything more being 
done, and nothing occurred for two years 
to make me think there was any chance 
of bringing Julius Cesar to life again. 
But to my surprise a short time ago | 
read a letter in The Times from the pro- 
fessor of architecture, Mr. Aitchison. 
His letter to The Times was followed up 
by action on the part of the Royal Insti- 
‘tute of British Architects. In conse- 
quence of what they have said, which I 
shall presently read to your Lordships, I 
thought I was justified in again bringing 
this matter forward, not on the strength 
of anything I may think or say, but 
| backed by such authorities as that, and 
| I unhesitatingly, as a matter of common 
sense, would put the professor of archi- 
| tecture and the present president of the 
Institute of British Architects against 
any advice that the Government may get 
'from the casual holder of the office of 


| Commissioner of His Majesty’s Works. 


552! 





| *See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxv., 
| page 1430. 
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So much for that. 


views ? The letter begins by saying what 
[am sure all your Lordships will cor- 
dially sympathise in (I do myself with 
regard to one of the distinguished archi- 
tects )— 

“It is most unfortunate that the two dis- 
tinguished architects who were to build the 
new Government offices are both dead when 
the foundations alone have been completed.” 


[have got to show that the foundations 
are not begun— 

“and I dare say that no model of either of 
these great public monuments exist. I believe 
that all the principal buildings of the world, 
at least since Justinian’s time, were built from 
models, and by the precaution taken by the 
Pope to have a model made we have now 


oe 


Michael Angelo’s Dome at St. Peter’s. 


So much for the late president. Now 
what has been the action of the present 
‘ . ; : 

president, Mr. Emerson, and the Council. 
Here is a letter from the secretary, Mr. 
Locke, he says— 

“The Council have directed me to write to 
the Office of Works and say that, having had a. 
suggestion from you, and having seen Professor 
Aitchison’s letter in Zhe Times, they would 
like to draw the attention of H.M.’s Govern- 
ment to the desirability of having models made 
of the new Government buildings.” 


And they go on to say how desirable it 
is that someone other than the head of 
the Office of Works, some architect, 
should be appointed to look after the 
work in the room of those two architects 
vho are unfortunately dead. 

That is the position in which this 
tands, and I ean hardly think that on a 
question of this kind, which interests not 
nly those who may live to see these 
buildings finished, but which must affect 
psterity—because these buildings will 
vxeupy one of the most perfect sites in 
the most beautiful part of London—I can 
tardly fancy that the Government will 
be inclined to resist such opinions as those 
that I have quoted on the part of com- 
jetent authorities, and I hope and trust 
that they will be inclined to yield at this 
ime and that they will by so doing 
imply follow those successful precedents 
in the past. 

Now, my Lords, I have nothing more 
0 say in favour of my proposal, but I 
will pass to the replies that will probably 
be given on behalf of His Majesty’s 


{16 Juty 1901} 


What did the pro- | 
fessor of architecture say in this letter, | 
and what have the Royal Institute of | 
British Architects said in support of his | 





tovernment. I hope that my noble 
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friend since he has been in the Foreign 
Office has become more reasonable on 
this point than he was when he was 
Secretary for War, and that he will now 
be inclined to grant what I venture to 
ask on behalf of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects. But I will assume, 
for the sake of argument, that he will 
oppose my motion ; what will his grounds 
of opposition be? As far as I can make 
out, it is only on two grounds that opposi- 
tion can be based. The first is the one 
referred to by my noble friend the Prime 
Minister—that the contracts have been 
taken ; and the other is that the War 
Office needs require that this matter 
should not be delayed, but should be 
dealt with at once. I propose, with your 
Lordships’ permission, to deal shortly 


| with those two arguments. 


I may mention here that I did not 
divide on the resolution I brought 


forward in August, 1899, for the simple 


reason that I mistook what my noble 
friend the Duke of Norfolk said. He was 
one of the six Dukes who signed the 
memorial, and I understood him to say 
that his belief was that the Government 
would after all give way, but it turned 
out that what he said applied not to the 
case in point, but as a general principle 
for the future. 

Now, with regard to the first argument, 
which, I suppose, will be urged against 
my motion, I do not believe that there 
is any difficulty whatever as regards 
this question of the contract having been 
taken. The contractors are Messrs. 
Foster and Dicksee. On my requesting 
to see them, Mr. Dicksee very kindly 
came up from Rugby, and I saw him this 
morning. Of course he could give no 
other answer than that it is quite possible 
that the contract which has been taken for 
one building could be taken for another 
at the scheduled prices. If the contractor 
in consequence of the delay lost anything 
—if wages and prices of material went 
up, for instance—that would have to be 
made good to him; but matters of that 
kind, which must be trivial in proportion 
to the total cost of the buildings, ought 
not to weigh very much with a great 
Government that is spending on the war 
at the rate of £200,000 aday. I know 
my noble friend said that the model 
which was made by Sir Henry Layard for 
this purpose several years ago was rotten 
and gone to pieces ; but if another model 
is made it must be very rotten wood that 


U 2 
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the Office of Works have to deal with if 
it will not provide a good and lasting 
model. However, that is incidental. 
The fact remains that, if His Majesty’s 
Government choose, this contract could— 
at a small cost, I admit—be held up until 
these models had been seen and public 
opinion expressed either in favour of or 
against the buildings as they are pro- | 
posed to be erected. 
So much for the question of contract. | 
There remains the other argument, which 
I think it is probable my noble friend 
may use, as to the needs of the War 
Office. Well, we know that the War 
Office is not complete in itself, that a 
number of different buildings have to be 
used for War Office purposes ; but there 
cannot be any such immediate pressure 
when you remember what the War Office 
have been able to do in the iast two 
years. We constantly hear of their 
having sent 250,000 men, with endless 
horses and stores, 6,000 miles across the 
sea, for the war in South Africa. We 
know that they have spent 150 millions, 
and are spending now at the rate of | 
£200,000 a day on the war—a most 
necessary and just war. Iam not for a 
moment opposing the war; I believe it 
has been the saving of the Empire, but 
my point is that they have managed to 
carry on almost the biggest war this 
country has ever been engaged in, with 
their present buildings. Therefore the 
argument that their present needs demand 
the instant execution of these works does 
not, as I submit, hold water. In fact, 
they themselves evidently do not consider 
their needs to be so very urgent, for they 
bought a building for War Office purposes 
in Pall Mall, close to the War Office, and 
they have since parted with it. But 
there is this further consideration. What 
is the great feature in the plan of the 
Government for the reorganisation of the 
Army? It is decentralisation. If the 
principle of your administration is to be 
decentralisation, I think the argument of 
the needs of the War Office falls to the 
ground. 

My Lords, I have endeavoured to show 
why two years ago this matter was in the 
opinion of 140 peers worthy of being 
brought before your Lordships’ House, 
why the motion on that occasion fell 
through, and why it is now revived. I 
can only hope that after my explanation 
His Majesty’s Government will give due 
weight, not to anything I may have said, 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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‘but to the authorities I have quoted— 


Professor Aitchison and the Royal Insti- 
tute of British Architects—and that they 
will accede to this motion. I would ask 
your Lordships on a matter of this kind 
to exercise your own calm and indepen- 
dent judgment, and to think that in the 
vote you give you may possibly prevent 
the erection of a second Admiralty—for 
the Admiralty was also erected without 
models. I shall certainly divide, even if 
I divide alone, so strongly do I feel upon 
this subject ; but I hope to find consider- 
able support for what is nothing buta 
common-sense proposal. 


Moved to resolve, That in the opinion 
of this House it is desirable that models 
of the proposed public buildings at 
Whitehall and Parliament Street should 
be made and publicly exhibited as recom- 
mended by Professor Aitchison, late 
President of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects, and by the present President 
and Council of the said Institute.—(The 
Lord Wemyss) (EZ. /V’emyss.) 


*THE EarL or PEMBROKE: My 
Lords, I think perhaps the noble Lord 
will realise that, if two years ago His 
Majesty’s Government felt it out of their 
power to accede to the motion which he 
then made, their difficulties have rather 
been added to than diminished by the 
fact of those two years having elapsed, 
because during the course of those two 
years an enormous amount of work has 
been conducted on the preparations for 
these buildings, and it is much more 
difficult now to make any alteration in 
the buildings to be erected than it was 
two years ago. 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: May | 
explain? With reference to these con- 
tracts, all that has been done is this: 
the ground was uneven, there were old 
foundations, and so on, and all those have 
been taken out, and a bed of concrete has 
been spread over the whole. Nothing but 
that has been done. I asked the contractor 
to-day if a single brick of the new 
foundations had been made, and he said 
no. Therefore, it is perfectly competent 
on that new flooring of concrete to put 
any foundations or buildings whatever. 


' *THEe Eart or PEMBROKE: I quite 
‘understand the point the noble Lord 
|made. I listened very carefully to bis 
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speech, and in that speech I never found | 
‘which the noble Earl brought forward, 


any preference given or any suggestion 
made that the buildings which are pro- 
posed by the Government should 
be dropped and something else should 
be substituted; and I must confess 
that it was with considerable surprise 
I heard this, for we know that my 
noble friend has a baby of his own, 
which I expected to see him produce from 
under his coat at any moment. We know 
he has a rival scheme, which he has pressed 
on the Government on more than one 
occasion, and I gathered with a feeling of 
thankfulness that the noble Earl had 
realised at last that the Government had 
felt that the question of these buildings 
had been decided, and that he had given 
up asa hopeless task the possibility of 
erecting those magnificent buildings 
which he contemplated, and which he 
showed us two years ago and last year. 
The noble Earl has assumed all sorts of 
replies which His Majesty’s Government 
might make in answer to his motion. He 
denies—what I think I should have put 
forward—that the foundations in the case 
of the War Office building have been laid 
down. 


THe Eart or WEMYSS: They have 
not been laid down. 


*THe Ear. oF PEMBROKE: The 
noble Earl draws this distinction, that the 
actual'foundations have not been laid, but 
that the ground has all been concreted, 
and his idea is that it has been so well 
done that it is ready to receive any build- 
ings, either the noble Lord’s or any other, 
that it may be desired to erect there. I 
may assume I think now that we have no 
other proposal before us except that of 
the Government, and considering that 
these public buildings take naturally a very 
long period in completion, considering 
that this question has been for very nearly 
three years before both Houses of Parlia- 
ment, considering that the money has 
been provided for the erection of these 
buildings, considering that the plans 
and the elevations have been laid be- 
fore your Lordships and before the 
other House of Parliament, and, I think I 
may say, have been generally approved, I 
do not see why at the present time, at 
this late hour in the day, all these plans 
should be suddenly upset, and His 


Majesty’s Government asked to change 
their minds and re-think over the ques- 
tion. 


{16 JuLy 1901} 
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There were one two points 


forward. 
Aitchi- 


and quite rightly brought 
One was the letter from Mr. 


,son, the late President of the Royal 


Institute of British Architects, but I 
would point out to the noble Earl that 
Mr. Aitchison’s letter, so far as I remem- 
ber, hardly referred at all to the question 
of models. 


THE Eart OF WEMYSS : I beg my 
noble friend’s pardon. I read what he: 
did say. 


*THe Ear or PEMBROKE: He may 
have incidentally mentioned the model. 


THe EArt oF WEMYSS: The letter 


begins by mentioning the model. 


*THE EARL OF PEMBROKE: Inci- 
dentally, in the first sentence, the letter 
mentions the model, but the main point 
of Mr. Aitchison’s letter was that in the 
old days—and I presume that it would 
apply in the future—two architects should 
always be appointed in the case of publie 
buildings, in case of the decease of one of 
them, and he gives many instances in 
which this was done. So that, with the 
exception of the opening sentence, in 
which he says he would like to see a 
model, very little reference is made in 
Mr. Aitchison’s letter to the subject of 
models. But I would also draw attention 
to the point which the noble Earl made, 
and the warning which he gave us, that 
perhaps unless we took great care we 
might have, as the result of these negotia- 
tions and this work, a repetition of the 
Admiralty buildings. But why does the 
noble Earl think that? He has seen the 
plans and the elevations; he has as 
good a knowledge of all these matters of 
architecture as any member of this House. 
I gladly concede that to the noble Earl. 
Did he find anything, cr could he find 
anything, in the plans and elevations 
as produced and published which will 
resemble the new Admiralty buildings in 
the least? I confess I share with the 
noble Earl a dislike for the exterior 
facade of the Admiralty ; but I would 
point out that the Government, in con- 
sidering this question of the new build- 
ings for the War Office and other offices, 
were particularly careful to avoid the 


| system of the Admiralty building. Those 
_ Admiralty buildings were the result, and 
‘the painful result, of reference to a Select: 
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Committee of the House of Commons, | excellent and good work, apart from 
and I think that has proved conclusively | facades, which the Victorian Era architec. 
to anyone who may have to do with | ture has brought to us. 
buildings of this kind in the future, that I know that my noble friend is an 
a Select Committee of the House of admirer (and I admire him for it) of 
Commons is probably one of the worst Inigo Jones. If we were going to have 
judges in matters of this sort. Now, I any argument on the subject probably my 
do not suppose that there is any subject | argument would be the same as his—we 
in which there is more room for differ- should be on the same side ; but we must 
ence of opinion than architecture— | remember that in almost all the cases of 
possibly with the exception of ladies’ the works of even Inigo Jones the modern 
dress. There are a great many who con- architect has had to be brought in in 
sider themselves authorities on architec-| order tc meet the necessary internal 
ture, and very likely they are right: | requirements which more modern civilisa- 
everyone has his own idea of what is a tion demands. There is hardly an old 
fine building and what is not ; but let me house in this country which has not been 
take the instance of the noble Earl, who obliged to bring in the modern architect 
is, I admit, a great authority in order to make internal alterations. 
Now I am not going to discuss the 
THe Eart oF WEMYSS: I do not proposals of my noble friend, because, as 
profess to be an authority. I spoke in [ have already said, I am grateful to him 
the name of the Royal Institute of British for not having brought out bis baby again ; 
Architects. but I will say this, that those eminent 
architects who unfortunately have been 
*THE EARL OF PEMBROKE: Quite so, | taken away from us who drew up these 
but I am afraid I cannot dissociate.the plans, and whose names will always be 
noble Earl from his own talents, especially associated with these public buildings 
when he speaks upon such a subject as when they are finished, took the wise 
this. He has gone in for architectural maxim of building their house from the 
work himself, but I do not suppose that inside. They set out to give all the 
even he would say that the work which | requirements of a public office, and after 
he has approved, and which is satisfactory that (and I venture to say with consider- 
to many, is not open to criticism. And able success) they produced a_ facade 
it always will be the same inerchitecture. which will be worthy of the situation 
You will never get anybody to agree upon which it is put. 
upon a subject of thissort. It recalls to, To sum up, His Majesty’s Government 
me an incident which occurred to myself , cannot think that it is desirable to accede 
on the subject of architecture a great to the motion of my noble friend. The 
many years ago when I wasa very young plans and elevations which were drawn 
man. I was speaking to an architect—-a up and made by Messrs. Young and 
very eminent architect, although I did | Brydon, whom we are so sorry to have 
not know it at the time—and in dis- lost, are all excellent, and I can assure 
cussing this very question of public build- the House that those plans which they 
ings 1 very rashly said, “Why do not left behind them will be faithfully copied, 
you architects take some building which and that everything which your Lord- 
everybody acknowledges to be perfect ships’ House and the other House of 
and copy that, and there could no possible Parliament have practically agreed to 
criticism at all.” Whereupon he turned will be carried out, as shown on the plans 
round to me, and said, “If we were todo | of those two eminent architects. Those 
that there would be no Victorian period | who are responsible for the completion of 
of architecture.” I was young, and per- this building do not ask for models. 
haps a little hasty, and my answer was, Nobody asks for models except my noble 
very shortly, “ But do youthink seriously friend and the Royal Institute of British 
that posterity would suffer from that?” | Architects, who gave us the names of 
I am afraid it rather annoyed him, | those eminent architects, and who are 
because the conversation did not last very therefore more or less responsible for 
much longer. But I quite admit that in | having laid their names before the Com- 
making such a sweeping assertion or hint | mittee which decided on the expediency 
as I did I was wrong, because I have since | of accepting these plans. They may wish 
learned to value a very large amount of | to see them—I will not say from vulgar 
‘ 


Lhe Earl of Pembroke. 
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curiosity, because the term may seem 
offensive, but from interest and curiosity; 
but, even if they did see them, nothing 
that could be now done would alter the 
erection of these buildings. The founda- 
tions, as my noble friend says, are still 
open, but His Majesty’s Government, 
having received, as it were, the general 
approval of the plans which were laid 
before them two years ago, do not see 
any reason why they should go to an 
expense of something like £600 for a 
plan of the new War Office, which nobody 
who is responsible for the erection of this 
building asks for. Would it not be better 
that you should see the buildings them- 
selves, and then you will be able to 
judge. 


THE Eart oF WEMYSS: That will 


be too late. 


*THE EARL OF PEMBROKE: If this 
had been brought forward two years ago, 
before these contraets had been arranged 
for and accepted, it would be a different 
question, but to go to an expense of 
something like £600 in making these 
models at the present time I do not think 
could be justified. My noble friend has 
referred to a memorial which he sent 
round, and which he asked a great many 
noble Lords to sign. My noble friend— 
whom I always looked upon as my god- 
father in the House of Commons—has 
hd a great deal of experience of 
memorials both in the House of 
Commons and in your Lordships’ House. 
Ishould have thought that he knew or 
realised, I will not say what little value 
attaches to memorials drawn up in that 
sort of way, but how very dangerous it is 
ior anybody to sign anything in the form 
ofa memorial or round-robin in either 
House of Parliament. 1 lay that down 
aa principle—I have always carried it 
out myself. But if it is dangerous in 
ordinary cases, how mueh more dangerous 
is it in the case of the noble Lord, whose 
extraordinary persuasive powers would 
enable him to induce any number of noble 
Lords to put their names to a memorial , 
simply out of respect and affection for 
himself. 

My Lords, I will not say any more 
except to express my regret that the 
views His Majesty’s Government, from 
the points of common sense and expedi- | 
eney, are not in harmony with those of 
the noble Lord, because personally I | 


{16 JFuny 1901} 
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!should be glad to accede to anything 
which he brings before your Lordships’ 
House. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My noble 
friend has made a most excellent and 
extremely amusing speech, but at the 
same time I think he has hardly tackled 
the subject that has been raised by the 
noble Lord who put this motion on the 
Paper. My noble friend has thrown 
doubts on the value of memorials ; he has 
denounced Committees of the House of 
Commons; he has thrown doubts indeed 
on architectural authority. Therefore, 
I imagine that he claims a sort of infalli- 
bility for the office that has had charge 
of this building, and that is responsible 
for the plan which is about to be worked 
upon. It seems to me that he himself in 
his speech shows very little confidence by 
the conclusion that he has arrived at 
in the department for which he is 
answering. 


*THE EArt oF PEMBROKE: I said 
nothing I hope that would lead the noble 
Lord to that conclusion. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : It seems to 
me that if we are justified in placing such 
complete confidence in the plans which 
have been produced by the Office of 
Works, and which are now about to be 
brought to execution, there could be no 
possible objection whatever to producing 
the model suggested, because supposing 
the facade of this building is to be so 
magnificent and beautiful and satisfactory, 
nothing could be so convincing, both to my 
noble friend and to the public in general, 
as to see a model of this magnificent 
building. Iam sure nothing would con 
vince the public of the qualities of the 
buildings so completely as to see them in 
the form of a model, and, my Lords, I 


would even go a step further. Men who 
have undertaken the erection of a 
great building for public purposes 


have not merely put up a model, 
but have endeavoured to reproduce the 
fagade by means of a canvas screen put up 
with laths at the back of it. I think that, 
when the country is to be put to the 
enormous expense which is going to be 
involved by this building, it would only 
be a matter of precaution to ensure that 
the appearance that will be gained, and 


_ the effect on the particular site, should be 


judged by some such arrangement as this, 
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The noble Lord says that the cost of the | 
model would be £600. £600 is a mere | 
drop in the ocean to the cost of the build- | 
ing. And I think that by producing | 
something of the sort we should be able 
to arrive at a much more satisfactory 
conclusion with regard to the probable | 
appearance of the building, and its effect 
on the general architecture of the magni- 
ficent site on which it is about to be 
placed. For my part I must say that I 
am inclined to support my noble friend 
in his demand fora model to be pro- 
duced. 


| which too often one 


*LorpD STANMORE: I wish to say a 
very few words in support of the motion 
of my noble friend, and I do so because I 
think that a brief example of the manner 
in which a model will show people exactly 
what is and what is not intended to be 
done, and on the other hand how utterly 
misleading mere plans may be in the 
absence of a model, will probably tell ; 
more and say more on my noble friend’s 
side than a long argument would do. 

When a year or two ago this subject 
was previously debated, your Lordships 
will remember, I daresay, that the noble 
Lord who was at that time at the head of 
the War Office spoke strongly against 
those who wished to see, not exactly 
Inigo Jones’s design, or my noble friend’s 
design, but some modification of Inigo 
Jones’s design, something that would be 
in keeping with the Banqueting House, 
which was to be joined to it. My noble 
friend admitted that the building was 
very beautiful, and that Inigo Jones was 
a very good builder of palaces, but he 
said ‘ we want public offices ”—forgetting 
at the time that Whitehall was intended 
to be a public office as well as a palace— 
and he went on to say that, beautifulias 
it was as a palace, it was not fit for public 
offices. He said— 

‘There are huge windows running through 
two floors, and to make that fit for an office 
you will have oc in a floor halfway up the 
window ; you will spoil your window and you 
will spoil your roof.” 

Very good; but if the noble Lord had 
seen a model of that building, and not 
merely a drawing of the facade, he would 
have formed a different conclusion. He 
looked at the drawing of the elevation, 
and he came to the conclusion that, 
because there were big windows in front 
of the house, there must be big windows 
in the sides of the house, and big | 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


{LORDS} 





windows at the back of the house ; but if 
he had seen a model he would have seen, 
or might have seen,. that, in the middle 
of that building, in the front face of 
it, there was a noble hall which ran 
up through two storeys, and which was 
lighted by those great windows, and that 
at the height of the second floor of that 
hall was a gallery going round it out of 
which the different offices opened. His 


only idea of a public office seemed to be 


that it must necessarily consist of rooms 
opening out of that rabbit-warren of 
passages, small tunnels, gas-lit and dirty 
sees in public 
offices. He never thought of the pos- 
sibility of doing away with many of 
those passages, and having a great amount 
of light and space, and a noble room 
besides, in the front of the building. That 
isa common way of building in Italian 
palaces, and it would perfectly have suited 
the building in question. I shall be 
told, “Oh, but you would have lost a 
great deal of space in that way.” You 
would have lost some space, but if you 
come to work it out in figures you will be 
exceedingly surprised to find how much 
you would have saved in the absence of 
lobbies and passages which were other- 
wise necessary. ‘There would have been, 
I quite admit, a loss of space, but a loss of 
space altogether inconsiderable when you 
have as your object the building of a 
great public edifice, which is to be a 
monument of the taste and the art of the 
age, and to endure for generations to 
come. 

That, I say, is an instance of how you 
may be deceived by a drawing where you 
would not be deceived by a model, and I 
think it is a strong point in favour of 
models. It was to say that that I rose; 
but there is another point which, being 
on my legs, I should like to dwell upon 
also, and that is this, that though my 
noble friend’s motion is limited—and | 
regret that it is so limited — to this 
particular building, he has told you 
that what he desires to emphasise, and 
what he wishes to urge, is the estab- 
lishment of the principle that, when 
we are erecting great public buildings, 
models should previously be prepared of 
them. That is the principle for which I 
support his motion, and for which I shall 
cordially go with him. I am compara 
tively indifferent—not indifferent, because 
I think it is a lamentable pity that the 
opportunity should have been thrown 
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away of placing a magnificent building on 
this site instead of this inoffensive, 
common-place, respectable affair. It is 
much more important that the general 
principle should be laid down, that when 
public buildings are being erected by the 
State a model of them should be 
previously prepared, that it may be 
seen from every side and every quarter 
what they look like. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN; AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the discus- 
sion that has taken place has, I think, 
raised two perfectly distinct questions, 
one of which was pointed to very clearly 
by the remarks of the noble Lord who 
has just sat down. We have to consider 
whether, as a general rule, it is desirable 
that we should resort to procedure by 
model, as advised by the noble Earl on 
the cross benches, and in the second place 
we have to consider whether that pro- 
cedure is appropriate in the case of the 
new public buildings now under construc- 
tion opposite the Horse Guards. 

With regard to the first of these two 
propositions, I am very far from desiring 
to dogmatise. My impression is that, 
when I spoke on behalf of the Office of 
Works on this matter two years ago, I 
was informed that the Chief Commissioner 
desired to keep a perfectly open mind 
as to the adoption of procedure by 
model in the case of any other large 
public buildings which might hereafter 
have to be erected on important sites. 
I have some doubts myself whether 
a model does always give you a perfectly 
clear impression of the effect which the 
building, when erected, will produce. 
Unless it is a model of colossal size 
I think it would probably fail to do 
so. There is another thing which is 
to be borne in mind—that, unless your 
model includes the whole neighbourhood, 
it will give you a very inaccurate appre- 
ciation of the appearance of the building 
when completed. I remember citing in 
regard to these particular buildings those 
colossal edifices known, I believe, as 
Whitehall Court, which are immediately 
to the rear of the site of the new War 
Ottices—buildings for the construction of 
which His Majesty’s Government is not 
responsible-——which would certainly have 
the effect of dwarfing any of the smaller 
buildings placed in their proximity. But 


as I said before, Ido not desire to dogma- | deal of. consideration. have been adopted. 


{16 Juty 1901} 


‘tise on that point, and I see no reasom 
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why models should not be exhibited! 
whenever new buildings are to be erected. 
for the public service. : 
With regard, however, to resorting: 
to procedure by model in the case of 
these buildings which are now in pro- 
cess of erection, I do venture to hope 
that your Lordships’ House will not. 


‘think fit to support the noble Earl 


on the cross benches. I say that. 
because I think nothing would be: 
more unfortunate than that the long 
delay which has already taken place: 
should be still furcher added to by re-- 
opening once more the whole question of 
the design of these buildings. ‘The design 
of the new buildings was adopted upon 
the recommendations of the Royal Insti- 
tute of British Architects, after three: 
very leading members of the profession 
had been called upon to advise: His. 
Majesty’s Government. Their plans were: 
examined with great care, they were pub- 
lished in the leading professional news- 
papers, and I believe that they met with 
very general approval. We have now. 
made a beginning with their construc-. 
tion. I donot know whether it is. true 
that the foundations have been com- 
pleted ; as we all know, the underground. 
work in cases of this kind occupies a. very 
considerable portion of the: time. If the: 
matter is to be reopened we have no. 
security that these buildings will be com- 
pleted at all in the near future; and 
being able to speak with some know- 
ledge of the immense inconveniences. 
to which the War Office is being put by: 
having to transact its business in no less 
than eleven buildings scattered over. 
different parts of London, I for one 
earnestly trust that further delay will not. 
be involved by the adoption of the noble. 
Earl’s proposals. In the case of the 
model to which the noble Earl has. 
referred, he took me severely to task 
because we could not produce Sir Henry 
Layard’s old. model of the official buildings. 
in the neighbourhood of Westminster. 
That model: had. been made originally of. 
perishable materials—whether of cardt 
board or wood I am not able to say, but we- 
were certainly. unable to find that anything: 
beyond a few pieces of it still survived. 
It was therefore impossible to produce it. 
But, whether that model be forthcoming: 
or not, I' earnestly hope that we shall 
adhere to the: designs which after a great 
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which are thoroughly creditable to the 
architects, and which will form a very 
great addition to the architectural beauty 
of this part of London. 


THE Ear. or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I should like to say a word in reply. My 
noble friend Lord Pembroke said that in 
the letter to which I referred from 
Professor Aitchison, he had only “ inci- 
dentally” referred to this question of 
models. Now as a rule, I think when 
one is writing a despatch he does not put 
what he considers to be incidental in the 
first and the main paragraph of his letter. 
Apparently one of the main objects of 
which Professor Aitchison wrote was this 
question of models. As amatter of fact, 
the foundations have not been completed 
—not a stone or brick of the foundations 
has been laid—nothing but that the old 
ground has been prepared. I know that 
tor a fact, because I had it from the con- 
tractor this morning. I said to him, 
“Cannot you put any building on that 
foundation ?” and he said, “‘ Yes, you can.” 
But to return tothe point that the noble 
Marquess made. This is the “inciden- 
tal” mention of models by Professor 
Aitchison. He says :— 

‘*T dare say that no model of either of these 
great public monuments exists. 1 believe 
that all the principal buildings of the world, 
at least since Justinian’s time, were built from 
models, and by the precaution taken by the 
Pope to have a model made we have now 
Michael Angelo’s dome at St. Peter's.” 

The Office of Works—who I suppose 
prompt my noble friend the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, and also my noble friend 
who replied to me to-night—at one time 
took a very different view of the ques- 
tion of models. There was once a Mem- 
ber of Parliament who held the office of 
First Commissioner of Works, whose 
opinion upon these matters anybody who 
knows anything about architecture and 
art would be inclined to take. I mean 
Sir Henry Layard. I had a communica- 
tion with Sir Henry Layard upon this 
very question of models. I said—‘“ What 
a very good thing it would be if you had 
a great model made of all that part of 
London which you are likely to operate 
upon for building public offices, then when 
you had a model made of a public building 
it could be made to scale with this great 
model, and by placing the one on the 

-other you would be able to judge of the 
exact effect.” It appears from Mr. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. j 


{LORDS} 


for these particular buildings, designs | 
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Aitchison’s letter, that from the time of 
Justinian downwards, everybody who 
has had to do with the building of great 
edifices has adopted the procedure by 
model. Let me refer for a moment to 
the case of the Admiralty buildings. 
We wanted years ago to stop what 
was then proposed for the Admiralty 
buildings. The original design was to 
have a tower between 300 and 400 feet 
high next to the Horse Guards. A 
model was made, and we tried to get that 
model produced. It turned out that Mr. 
Ayrton had sent it to the East End or 
somewhere, but it was got back, and tke 
model of this building was put up on it. 
Well, that stopped the tower—it looked 
so absurd. And now some years after- 
wards we ask for this model, and what 
do we hear? We are told it is broken 
up. Why? Because my noble friend 
Lord Lansdowne said it was made of 
perishable material, and it had already 
had the life of an ironclad. But Nelson’s 
“Victory” is still alive, and that was 
made of wood. Take the case of old 
houses. I know not as to Bowood, but in 
such as Haddon, Hardwicke, Hatfield, we 
know there is in all a great deal of panel- 
ling ; there is a great deal of panelling 
round this House; does my noble friend 
think that it is perishable material and 
falling off the walls ? Then take Gibbon’s 
carving, that was mostly made of wood, 
and is still fresh and sound. My noble 
friend, I have no doubt, has been to 
Switzerland ; there he has seen numbers 
of purely wooden houses, exposed to all 
the inclemencies of the Swiss climate, 
with dates of 1600 or 1700 on them; 
so that to talk of wood as being a perish- 
able material is all nonsense. 


*THE MaRQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: I 
simply stated the fact that the model 
had ceased to exist. 


THE EARLOF WEMYSS: Then it comes 
to this that the wood used by the Office 
of Works is so poor and rotten that it 
will not last the life of an ironclad, what- 
ever that may be. 

Now, what I want to say is this. My 
noble friend says that this building has 
been approved by public opinion. I 
maintain that until the public can see it 
in model the public are unable to express 
an opinion. Whether it will be possible 
to form a judgment when the model is 
made I do not know, but I maintain that 
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no man who has any common sense in 
private life ever builds without a model of 
almost everything. In France, where 
they make fewer mistakes than we do, 
they adopted this principle, and I would 
remind the noble Lords that they do not 
have Admiralties erected there. I refer 
to the Admiralty because that is one of 
the most deplorable buildings ever seen in 
this country, and you have thrown away 
one of the best sites. You had, opposite, 
the Treasury building, that beautiful 
pedimented building ; all you had to do 
was to put up a similar building on 
the other side. Instead of that you 
put this God-forsaken, nondescript thing, 
which is a disgrace to London. As my 
noble friend speaks for the Office of 
Works I want to ask about the Admiralty. 
What is this hoarding that is put in front 
of it? Is the whole of that garden to be 
built in? Nobody knows; nobody has 


{16 Juty 1901} 








Westminster. 570 


seen the plans. I do not know whether 
the House of Commons Committee have 
seen them, but I do not see why the 
Lords should not put an oar in as well as 
the Commons. At any rate, I cite the 
ease of the Admiralty buildings—at 
which my noble friend turns up the whites 
of his eyes and holds up his hands with 
horror—lI cite it in proof of the result of 
not doing what you are asked in common 
sense to do now, and what, according to 
Professor Aitchison, has been done in the 
case of all the best buildings since the 
time of Justinian. The Government are 
apparently so confident of their own views 
of architecture that they will hear of 
none of these things, and will not give the 
nation a chance of knowing what they 
will have to pay for. 


On Question, their Lordships divided. 
Contents, 41 ; Non-Contents, 20. 
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BROAD SANCTUARY, WESTMINSTER— 
OPENING OF ENCLOSURE TO THE 
PUBLIC. 


THE EArt or MEATH: My Lords, I | 


Churchill, L.  [Te//er.] 
Clifford of Chudleigh, L. 
Clinton, L. 

Harlech, L. 

Kenyon, L. 

Langford, L. 


[ Teller. } 
Robertson, L. 


Canning’s statue. This enclosure is one 
which is well known to your Lordships, 
for you can never come to this House 
without passing by it. It is a small en- 





rise to ask His Majesty’s Government closure in which is situated the statue of 
whether the Commissioners of His) the famous statesman Canning. The 
Majesty's Works and Public Buildings | desire of myself and those who feel with 
would open to the public, and furnish with me is, not that the whole of this en- 
seats under or around the trees therein, a | closure should be thrown open to the 
portion of the enclosure in Broad’ public, but only a very small portion of 
‘Sanctuary which lies to the south of, it, namely, that portion of the enclosure 
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which faces the Abbey. In this enclosure | 
there are very fine large trees and some 
grass which need not be in the least | 
injured by the public if they are admitted 
to this small portion to which I have | 
alluded. I think there are some houses 
which have rights over a certain portion 
of this enclosure, and I believe that His | 
Majesty’s Government are bound in some 
way or other not to interfere with the 
privacy and the amenities of the tenants 
of those houses, but the throwing open of 
the portion to which I refer will not in 
the least interfere with those rights. 

My Lords, this may appear a very 
small matter, and so it is to a certain 
extent ; but, on the other hand, this little 
place is in the very centre of one of the 
most interesting and historic positions in 
the kingdom. It is the Mecca, we-may 
say, of all the educated subjects of His 
Majesty from all parts of the world. 
They all flock to see that venerable and 
ancient abbey with its historic associa- 
tions, and that even more ancient church 
of St. Margaret’s, with which Parliament 
is so closely connected, and to get the 
best view obtainable of the Houses of 
Parliament and the river in the distance. 
There is a large traffic passing to and fro 
past the Houses of Parliament, past the 
site upon which we have lately been 
voting, and it is not possible at present 
for visitors to quietly enjoy the architec- 
tural beauties and interesting associations 
around them. There are a few seats in 
the centre of a very stiff garden which is 
to be found just opposite this site, but 
upon a hot day, such as we are having 
now, there is absolutely no shade. My 
hope and desire is that His Majesty’s 
Government will allow a few seats to be 
placed under the shady trees which are 
to be found in this enclosure. Some 
years ago I drew the attention of the 
Government to this very spot, but in a 
most extraordinary way they seem to 
have entirely misunderstood the whole 
purport of my question and the desire of 
those who feel with me. Because Can- 
ning’s statue was mentioned, it seemed to 
be the idea of Government that the wish 
of those who spoke through me was that 
Canning’s statue should be taken out of 
the garden and thrown into the roadway. 
They threw back the railing by placing it 
some four feet at the back of the statue, 
with the natural result, as anybody would 
have perceived, that it became a public 
nuisance because there was a certain 
The Earl of Meath. 


{LORDS} 








small space open to the public and hidden 
from the public view. 
that a common-sense view will be taken 
of this matter by the Government. My 
noble friend, who has just carried the 
House by a very large majority in favour 
of a similar question, has said something 
which I am not going to repeat, not very 


'complimentary to the common sense of 


some portions of the Government ; but I 
do say this, that to throw Canning’s 
statue into the street is a most extra- 
ordinary act, and one that no one with 
common sense could have been guilty of. 
It is perfectly clear, I hope, that I do not 
wish that done. What I am suggesting 
is not that the statue should be interfered 
with in the smallest degree, but there is 
absolutely no reason, so far as I can see,, 
why seats should not be placed in a por- 
tion of that enclosure, and those who visit 
these famous spots should be able to sit 
there in peace and comfort and quiet, and 
enjoy the beauties, and think over the 
historic associations connected with all 
that is around them. I trust that His 
Majesty’s Government will consent to 
something of this sort. 

Before I sit down I should like to 
express the hope that His Majesty’s 
Government will not leave it to private 
individuals always to suggest these im- 
provements. We pay officials and we 
place in authority persons in whom we 
believe. It is their duty to think over 
how to improve the metropolis, and to do 
what they can to help the comfort and 
facilitate the amenities of His Majesty’s 
subjects, and that it should be left to 
individuals, as it always is, to suggest 
these improvements, is not, I think, com- 
plimentary to those who are placed in 
authority over us. 


*THE EarRL oF PEMBROKE: In reply 
to the noble Lord, I am glad to be able to 
say that the First Commissioner of Works 
is disposed to view this suggestion favour- 
ably, and will endeavour to give effect to 
it, but he desires to reserve to himself 
some liberty as to the details of the 
arrangement which the noble Lord has, 
I think, incidentally referred to. There 
are some difficulties with respect to the 
rights of the owners of houses, and also 
as to the time when the change can be 
introduced, as some expenditure will be 
necessary, for which provision will have 
to be made. That is the answer of the: 
First Commissioner - of Works, and L 
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My hope to-day is. 





573 


know 
that 
ean | 
tion 


E: 
matt 
Ido: 
notic 
this 
-encle 
that 
appe 
are 
trees 
dow! 
impr 
‘bring 
now 


*T] 
“ques 
imm 
hon. 
at o 
shou 
whet 
trees 
trees 
dow} 
back 
intr¢ 
be Vi 
take 
the ] 
How 
righ 


trim 


T 
Maj 
able 
nobl 
wou 
dow 
hope 
take 
Lis ak 
I aw 
the ; 
not 3 
most 
that 
than 
able 














573 Private Bill 


know from my own personal observation | 


that if the First Commissioner of Works 
ean see his way to carry out this sugges- 
tion he will be very glad to do so. 


EarL SPENCER: There is another 
matter that I should just like to refer to. 
Ido not know whether the noble Earl has 
noticed lately when he has been passing 
this place that the great trees in this 
enclosure have grown to such an extent 
that the statue of Canning is almost dis- 
appearing from view. People sometimes 
are very much afraid of cutting down 
trees, but I am not at all sure that cutting 
down one or two trees there would not 
improve the trees which remain and also 
‘bring forward again the statue, which 
now is rapidly becoming invisible. 


*THE EArt oF PEMBROKE: This 
-question arose last session, I think, and I 
immediately communicated with my right 
hon. friend, and the trees were trimmed 
at once. I think it is a question that 
should not be decided hastily as to 
whether the practice of trimming the 
trees should be continued or whether the 
trees should be cut down. You can cut 
down a tree easily but you cannot put it 
back again. I think the noble Lord who 
introduced this question just now would 
be very sorry to see any of these trees 
taken away altogether; the very thing 
the public want most is a little shade here. 
However, I will communicate with my 
right hon. friend, and have the trees 
trimmed at once. 


Tue Eart oF MEATH: I thank His 
Majesty’s Government for their favour- 
able answer, and I quite feel with the 
noble Lord who has just sat down that it 


would be a pity to cut the trees 
down. I should also express the 
hope that great care will be 


taken if any are lopped. Lopping 
.is absolutely necessary in some cases, but 
I am sorry to say that a great many of 
the authorities in this} metropolis—I do 
.not allude to the Government—lop in the 
most unscientific manner, with the result 
that the trees are spoilt permanently. I 
thank the Government for their favour- 
.able reply. 


.House adjourned at a quarter be- 
fore Six of the clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten 

_ of the clock. 


{16 JuLy 1901} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 16th July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


King’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 
BILL Lords] [Nor AMENDED]. 
Considered ; to be read the third time. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [Lords]. (By Orper.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PORTMADOC, BEDDGELERT, AND SOUTH 
SNOWDON RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 


Reported, with an Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with an Amendment; Re 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


ELLAND GAS BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND NEW- 
PORT RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment; Re- 

| port to lie upon the Table, and to be 

| printed. 
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LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


Teturns, 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Reso ution reported from the Com- 
mittee, “ That, in the case of the Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) 
Bill, no Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into are applicable.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- | 


mittee on Standing Orders read. 

Bill ordered to be considered, as 
amended to-morrow.—(Mr. Grant Law- 
son.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to Barry Rail- 
way Bill without amendment. 

That they have agreed to, Swanage 
Gas and Water Bill; Bingley Urban 
District Counci: Billi; Derbyshire and 
Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill; 
Great Western Railway Bill; Kingston- 
upon-Hull Corporation Bill; Shannon 
Water and Electric Power Bill; Eccles 
Corporation Bil, wth Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 


to Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


PETITIONS 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS 
.B 


skis 


REGULATION 


Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; 
to‘lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION No. 2) BILL. 


4Petition from Sheffield, for alteration’; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL, 


~ Five Petitions form Bradford (Yorks.), 
in favour : to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To. 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Westminster : 
Bredhurst ; Englefield Green (three) - 
Colchester ; Bradford (four); and Hebden 
Bridge ; to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, Le. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
LL. 
Petitions against, from Stirling ; 
Netheravon ; and Clifton; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Trowbridge ; 
and Melksham ; to lie upon the Table. 





YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 
Petition of Royal, Parliamentary, and 
| Police Burghs of Scotland, for alteration ; 


| to lie upon the Table. 
| 


REPORTS, 


| RETURNS, 


ETC. 

| 

| LAND LAW (IRELAND) AC‘, 1887 (EVIC- 
| TION NOTICES). 

Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
| Notices filed during the quarter ended 
| 30th June, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
/upon the Table. 


| BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
| MENT) (CHANGES IN WAGES, ETC.) 
Copy presented, of Report and Statis- 
tical Tables relating to changes in rates 
|of wages and hours of labour in the 
United Kingdom, 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS. 

Copy presented, of Report by the Chief 
Labour Correspondent on the Strikes 
and Lock-outs of 1900, with Statistical 
Tables [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SEWAGE DISPOSAL (ROYAL COMMIS. 


SION). 


Copy presented, of Interim Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to inquire 
and report what methods of Treating 
and Disposing of Sewage may properly 
be adopted, with volume of M nutes of 
Evidence, Index, and Appendices [by 





Command] ; to lie-upon the Table. 
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517 Questions. 





QUESTIONS. | 


shies | 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—THE SOUTH | 


AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. | 
Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, | 
Honiton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
members of the South African Consta- 
bulary who are at present performing 
duties outside the scope of their enlist- | 
ment (such as guarding forts, drifts, and 
passes) may be allowed to return to their 
proper work of policing the towns, which 
is now being done by members of the 
regular army; whether the South 
African Constabulary can be provided 
with proper equipment, and especially 
with warmer clothing for the cold 
weather ; and whether arrangements 
can be made to allow the wives of married 
members of the South African Consta- 
bulary to join their husband: in South 
Africa immediately, or, failing this, to 
allow to the wives of married members 
of the South African Constabulary, 
while still remaining in England, the 
pay, at the rate of 3s. per day, to which 
they would become entitled if they were 
allowed to join their husbands in South 
Africa. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The policing of 
towns is not the only proper work of the 
South African Constabulary. The Con- 
stabulary were enlisted for the main- 
tenance of order and public security in 
the Orange River Colony and the Trans- 
vaal, and to act as a military force in 
time of war, which now exists. I have 
recently communicated with Lord 
Kitchener and Major-General Baden 
Powell with regard to clothing for the 
Constabulary, and they inform me that 
all the demands of the Constabulary can 
be met by the Ordnance Department 
locally. The time for wives and families 
of married men to join their husbands 
must be fixed by the High Commis- 
sioner and the Inspector General, with | 
due regard to military necessities, and I 
do not propose to interfere with their | 
discretion in the matter. In answer to) 
the last question, I am informed by the | 
Inspector General that an allotment of | 
pay should make a separation allowance 
unnecessary. 


{16 JuLy 1901} 
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LORD KITCHENER’S DEMAND FOR 
REINFORCEMENTS OF MOUNTED 
TROOPS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Lord Kitchener has _ re- 
quested that he should be supplied with, 
a number of mounted men; and, if so, 
can he state at what date Lord Kitchener 
made this request, what number of 
mounted men he specified to be necessary, 
and what the reply of the Government 
has been. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have nothing to add to the 
reply which I gave the hon. Member on 


‘the 27th June.t 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: These are 
the reinforcements asked for in April.. 
Has Lord Kitchener asked for any fresh 
reinforcements ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I gave the hon. 
Member full details on 27th June. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 


Have any 
fresh transactions occurred ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman has said that he has nothing 
to add to his former reply. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 


answered the question. 


He has not 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


MILITIA IN SOUTH AFRICA, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to: 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state how many regi- 
ments of the Militia volunteered for 


|active service and were sent to South 


Africa in the months of February and 
March, 1900; whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that the last 
regiment of Militia which was sent to 


| South Africa arrived there at the end of 


March, 1900; can he say how many 
regiments of Militia have been sent home 
and how many regiments are at present 
under orders for home, and why, when 
the other irregular troops—Yeomanry.. 


+ See preceding volume, page 66. 
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English and Colonial Volunteers—have 
been sent or are being sent home, and 
when South African Volunteers have 
been allowed to take their discharge, 
tthe Militia are detained in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Thirty-one Militia 


battalions volunteered and _ proceeded 


to South Africa (including St. Helena) | 


between 11th January and 31st March, 
1900. Since 2nd March, 1901, 


similar number, of which four have 
returned, four are on their way home, 
and two are under orders to leave. The 
Imperial Yeomanry, English Volunteers, 
and most of the colonial corps which 
have been disbanded have been replaced 
by others. The remainder of the Militia 
will return as soon as Lord Kitchener 
‘can spare their services. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And how 
9 


many battalions are at present out there ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The same number 
as went out—thirty-one. 


‘VLAKFONTEIN — ALLEGED OUTRAGE 
OF RULES OF WAR BY SERGEANT 
FISHER. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether he is aware that Sergeant 

Fisher, of the 69th (Sussex) Company, | 

stated that, his horse having been shot 

during the combat at Vlakfontein, he) 

took refuge behind some rocks when a 

Boer told him to hold up his hands ; 

that on this he placed his carbine on the 

rocks, when the Boer approached him 
and told him to give up his belt and 
ammunition he shot the Boer with 

a revolver; and whether he will bring 

this matter to the knowledge of Lord 

Kitchener with a view to the punishment 

-of the sergeant if he acted as he stated. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. I am 
not aware of any such statement, nor am 
[ prepared to consider it unless supported 
by further testimony. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What does the 
right hon. Gentleman mean by “ further 
testimony ’’? Does he mean whether 
tthe man wrote the letter or not 2 
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| Mr. BRODRICK: Unless there js 


some official confirmation of the circum- 
| stance I do not intend to take notice of it. 


Questions. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Was there official 
confirmation that English wounded 
soldiers were murdered by the Boers 
before the right hon. Gentleman com- 
municated with Lord Kitchener on the 
subject ? 


ten | 
battalions have proceeded in relief of a | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is this man 


Fisher, who, according to his own ac- 
count, has been guilty of a foul murder, 
to be dealt with ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


THE WAR—NEWSPAPER 
RUMOURS. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War a question of which I have 
given him private notice, namely, whether 
there is any foundation .for the report 
in the newspapers that large numbers 
of infantry are to be sent home from 
South Africa; whether lines of com- 
munication now held by His Majesty's 
forces are to be given up; whether the 
methods of conducting the war are to 
be modified or altered in any degree; 
and, if so, whether he is in a position 
to make any statement to the House. 


CONDUCT OF 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have only seen 
the report referred to in one newspaper. 
The report is wholly unfounded, and it is 
also inaccurate. J am not in a position 
to make any statement. 


DENTAL ATTENDANCE FOR SOLDIERS 
ON ACTIVE SERVICE. 
CoLONEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the attention of the military 
authorities has been called to the amount 
of suffering caused in the South African 
field force by the diseased and neglected 
condition of the soldiers’ teeth ; whether 
he can state what arrangements are at 
present made for providing dental 
surgical attendance for the field force, 
and whether the number of dental 


surgeons now employed has been reported 















581 





as 
incl 
con 
is t 
Cor 
viev 
que: 
time 
atte 


M 
prov 
for t 
and 
four 
on tl 
of re 
with 


SI 


Mr 
the I 
whet 
to th 
ber la 
who 
were 
possil 
men 
and t 
stones 


THE 
THE 
Lanea 
have 
as thi 
good 
that 
hastily 
Ladys 
an offi 
bury ¢ 
in En, 
was t 
person 
first w 
told th 
absolu 
to the 








proper 
Genere 
officer, 
pressio 
Havin; 
I can 

saying 


buried. 


VOL 





580 


e is 
‘um- 
f it. 


ficial 
ided 
30ers 
com- 
| the 


man 
1 ac- 
rder, 


\ PER 


(Old- 
ry of 
have 
ether 
eport 
n bers 
from 
com- 
esty’s 
> the 
re to 
oree ; 
sition 


seen 
aper. 
1 it is 
sition 


ERS 


Rye): 
-e for 
litary 
1ount 
rican 
lected 
ether 
re at 
lental 
force, 
lental 
orted 





buried. 





581 Questions. 


as adequate ; whether this subject is 
included in the matters now under 
consideration by the Committee which 
is to report on the Royal Army Medical 
Corps ; and whether the Government, in 
view of the importance of the whole 
question in time of peace as well as in 
time of war, are giving it their serious 
attention. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The question of 
providing dental surgical attendance 
ior the troops in South Africa has been 
and is receiving careful attention, and 
four dentists were despatched thither 
onthe 17th June. In addition, a number 
of refugee dentists have been employed 
with the troops. 


SPION KOP—GRAVES OF BRITISH 
SOLDIERS. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 


the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he has any official information 


{16 Jury 1901} 











to the effect that at Spion Kop, in Decem- | 
ber last, the bodies of the British soldiers | 
who had fallen in the Spion Kop battle 
were then scarcely covered, that it was | 
possible in many cases to see the limbs of | 
men who had been buried in this way, 
and that in other cases the movement of 
stones would expose the whole body. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : No, Sir. I 
have no information to this effect, but 
as this is a question which interests a 
good many people, perhaps I may say 
that of course at first the bodies were 
hastily buried, but after the relief of 
Ladysmith Sir Redvers Buller sent out 
an officer and party especially to properly 
bury all the bodies. This officer is now 
in England, and reports that the work 
was thoroughly carried out. I was 
personally over the whole ground in the 
first week in December, and, as I have 
told the hon. Member, I believe there was 
absolutely nothing that would give rise 
to the idea as to the bodies being im- 
properly buried. I have since seen 
General Jan Hamilton and another 
officer, and asked them for their im- 
pressions, which coincide with mine. 
Having therefore been over the ground, 
I can say that there is no reason for 
saying that the bodies are improperly 
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Questions. 582 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 


noble Lord permit me to lay before him 
the diary of James Marshall, taken on 
the spot, and written on December 9, on 
which I base my information ? I believe 
he says what is true. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
may believe what the gentleman says, 
but I cannot help believing my own eyes. 


WARRANT OFFICERS—GOOD CONDUCT 
MEDALS. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
now prepared to reconsider the case of 
warrant officers who have attained 
that rank before the completion of 
eighteen years service, and who at present 
do not receive the good conduct medal 
which is bestowed on non-commissioned 
officers who have served eighteen years 
and whose conduct has been exemplary, 
and who on obtaining warrant rank 
at a later period retain this medal ; and 
whether he will take steps to secure to 
a warrant officer promoted early in his 
service the distinction awarded to the 
soldier who is promoted later in his term 
of service. 


Lorp STANLEY: The grant of 
warrant rank is considered a testimony 
of good service and good conduct superior 
to any evidence afforded by a good service 
medal. It is not therefore proposed to 
make the change suggested. 


MALTA—RESERVE STOCKS IN GOVERN 
MENT GRANARIES. 

Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether, having regard to the 
fact that the civil population of Malta, 
including women and children, is approxi- 
mately 180,000, he can state what is the 
minimum stock of reserve grain always 
maintained in Government granaries 
for such population. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I am not 
prepared to publish information of this 
nature. 


= MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—AUXILI. 
; RIES. 


z 


Mr. ALLEN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether it is the 


x 
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intention of His Majesty’s Government | tally wounded. Two rifles and some am. 
to provide auxiliaries for the Mediter-| munition were carried off. The tribes. 
ranean Fleet ; and, if so, whether it is| men are being pursued, but at present 
their intention to purchase the neces- | onlya portion of the ammunition has been 
sary auxiliaries required from private | recovered. 
sources. 
RAILWAYS IN BOMBAY PRESIDENCY. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): On behalf of my colleague the 
Member for Dundee, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether his 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As already stated, it is the intention 
of the Admiralty to provide a hospital 


ship, a torpedo depot ship, a repairing | : ; . 
ship, a distilling ship, and a number of | @tention has been called to a line of 
additional coaling craft for service with | railway which has been surveyed through 
the Fleet. Some of those vessels will be | the territory of the Rao of Cutch which 
placed in the Mediterranean. Experience would link up Gujirat, Cathiawar, Cutch, 
will show to what extent it will be desir-|@%d_ Scinde by a system of railways, 
able to procure additional ships of the | facilitating communication In the presi- 
respective natures referred to, and dency, developing local industry in the 
whether they can be purchased or built | coal and metal mines, and diminishing 
with the greatest advantage. the risks of famine, besides having strate- 
gical advantages ; and seeing that memo- 
‘rials in favour of this line have been 
MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—MAIL | addressed to the Viceroy and Govern- 
sienna ment of India on behalf of the population, 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I) and from theCutchi residents in Bombay, 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | praying for the construction of this line 
whether, during the recent stay of the | as part of the Bombay-Scinde Railway 
Mediterranean Fleet at Gibraltar, the | seheme. can he state why the line has 
letters for the fleet were undelivered | heen placed so 1 .w down as 17th on the 
for a period of nearly a week ; and, if so, | list of new lines to be undertaken when 
will he give the name of the officer re-| fynds can be found; whether the oppo- 
sponsible for this neglect. sition of the Rao of Cutch has had any 
‘influence in the matter, and whether 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The delay | there is a prospect of the construction 
in the mails was due to the alteration in | of the line being expedited. 


the date of the fleet leaving Gibraltar, | ; Fee ; : 
which was postponed from 29th June to | Lorp G. HAMILT ON: The import 
9th July. | ance of establishing a more direct railway 
; communication between Bombay and 
INDIAN FRONTIER TROUBLE—ATTACK | Scinde than that which at present exists 
See aoe marine: ie Gans ae 
ore ae ts reater urgency awaiting 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | execution, and I am not prepared to set 
shire, W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of ‘them aside in favour of the scheme re- 
State for India whether he has received | ferred to, which only promises a return 
any official information as to an attack | o¢ 9 per cent. upon the cost of its con- 
made on the 10th instant upon a guard | struction. The views of the Rao of 
of the 45th Sikhs by Mahsuds near the | Cutch have received due consideration, 
Jandola post. but the reason why the line is low down 
" j in the list is what I have stated. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For | 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, | se ada ain cea 
Ealing) : answer is in the affirmative.| ROYAL VISIT TO NEW ZEALAND— 
aling) : The answer is in the affirmativ TABLE OF PRECEDENCE. 


The occurrence took place within half | inf pa 
a mile of Jandola post. A guard of four; Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 





sepoys, of whom only two were armed, | and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
were attacked by about thirty tribesmen .| of State for the Colonies, in view of the 
two sepoys were killed, and one was mor. | fact that a new Table of Precedence has 
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been brought into operation in New| ettes; and can he state whether the 
Zealand by local executive action, and | importers asked the Board of Trade to 
seeing that this is a departure from the | undertake a prosecution ; and, if so, 
usual custom of dealing with such | with what result, 


matters either by local statute or by 
THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 


tables settled in conference with the 2 ‘ 
Home Government, whether he can | OF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaLrovr, 
Leeds, Central): Yes, Sir, my attention 


state by what authority this step has 
| has been called to this matter, and the 


been taken. 

| Board of Trade have been asked to 

institute a prosecution. The question 
for some time in correspondence with the | as to whether the Board should do so 
Governor of New Zealand respecting the | in a suitable case is receiving the careful 
order of precedence in that colony, and | attention of the Department, but I would 
in view of the visit of their Royal High- | point out to the hon. Member that there 
nesses the Duke and Duchess of Corn-| have already been successful prosecu- 
wall and York, and _ pending the tions undertaken by private persons, 
settlement of a permanent table, gave|and that intervention by the Board 
permission for the arrangement of a | would not, therefore, appear to be essen- 
provisional scale of precedence in any | tial. 
way the Governor and his Ministers | 
might think proper. | 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I had been 





BRITISH FISHERIES—SCIENTIFIC 
RESEARCH. 


. . Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
a ones — repre, - 'of the Board of Trade whether a Depart- 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and (€ romarty) : I) mental Committee has yet been appointed 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | to consider the best means by which 
Colonies whether he is aware that the | the State and local authorities could 
British North Borneo Company are con- | assist. scientific research as applied to 
structing a line of railway from the coast | problems affecting the fisheries of Great 
at Jesselton to Tenom, in the interior, a | Britain and Ireland ; and, if so, will he 
distance of 110 miles, and will he say | say when the Committee will take evi- 
when the line will be completed. | dence. 


*Tae UNDER SECRETARY oF! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The pre- 
STATE FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS | jiminary arrangements for the appoint- 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): His | ment of the Committee are nearly com- 
Majesty’s Government are aware that | plete. It will be for the Committee 
the British North Borneo Company are | itself to determine the time when evi- 
constructing a line of railway 110 miles | gence will be taken. 

in length, comprising ninety miles from | 

Jesselton, in Gaya Bay, to Tenom, in the | ADVANCES FOR LIGHT RAILWAYS. 


interior, and a branch of twenty miles | , 

f Beaufort, a stati the Padac | Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
River, to Weston, in Brunel Bay. It ig of the Board of Trade if he will state the 
anticipated that 100 miles will be com- [number of applications made to the 
pital the emda ht en, and the) TTasy fr vanes under Seton 


balance by the middle of 1902. 
pam, Sua nana at the total amount applied for under that 


section of the Act: 
CIGARETTE FRAUDS. 

Mr. GUTHRIE (Tower Hamlets, Bow, Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Five 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the | applications have been made to the 
Board of Trade if his attention has been | Treasury for advances under the section 
eal'd to the successful prosecutions | referred to. Two of these applications 


instituted last year against persons for | were for “the largest amount possible,” 








manufacturing, exposing for sale, and 
selling certain cigarettes manufactured 
in England and sold as Egyptian cigar- 





no particular sum being specified, whilé 
the sum asked for in the remaining 
applications amounted to £26,000. 
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WICK AND LYBSTER LIGHT RAILWAY. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that the progress of the con- 
struction of the Wick and _ Lybster 
light railway has been arrested owing 
to the trustees of the Thrumster estate 
having declined to allow the line to 
pass through a small portion of the 
estate except on payment of £1,500, 
a sum which is regarded by the pro- 
moters of the line as too high; and, 
seeing that on their taking the case to 
the court of session under the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation (Scotland) Act, 
1845, Lord Pearson could not see his 
way to submit the question to arbitra- 
tion, will he consider the expediency 
of amending the Light Railways Act, 
1896, so as to secure the appointment 
of arbitrators for the consideration of 
all cases of dispute of this description. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 


aware that the facts are as stated, but I 


believe some litigation has been in pre- , 


gress with regard to questions connected 
with the acquisition of a portion of the 
land for this railway. If the hon. Member 
will refer to Sections 12, 13, and 26 
of the Light Railways Act, he will see 
that ample provision is made for the 
application to light railways of the 
procedure under the Lands Clauses Acts. 
It is, however, impossible to provide 


that parties shall not have access to the | 


courts of law to obtain legal decisions 
upon those sections or other matters 
affecting their interests. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY—ENGINE EXPLOSION AT KNOT- 
TINGLEY. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he is 
aware that engine 676, which exploded 
at Knottingley, Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway, on 11th March last, 
has been at work for about six weeks ; 
whether he can now state approxi- 
mately when the report upon the ex- 
plosion will be presented ; and whether 
he will direct the inspector to inquire 
whether the stays used in repairing 
are of the same material and construc- 
tion as those in use at the time the, 
explosion occurred. 


{COMMONS} 


‘is at work again. 
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The report on the 
accident is in the printer's hands, and 
I hope it may be ready for issu in the 
course of a few days. I understand 
from the Inspecting Officer that the 
report will contain information bear ng 


generally on the question raised in the 


last paragraph of the hon. Member's 
question. 


LENGTH OF GOODS TRAINS. 


Mr. BELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if his attention has 
been called to the system recently 
adopted by the Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway Company of loading goods 
and minerals trains, whereby the trains 
often approach half a mile in length; 
whether he is aware that on 3rd July 
a train left Goole with 146 vehicles, and 
on 8th July a train left same station 
with 156 vehicles; and whether, for 
the safety of the men employed and of the 
general public, he will inquire into the 
expediency of running such long trains. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
information as to the trains specifically 
mentioned, but my attention has been 
directed generally to the matter referred 
to by the hon. Member. As at present 
advised I see no grounds for inter- 
fering with the discretion of the rail- 
way company in regard thereto. 


MERCANTILEJMARIN “—MORSE SYSTEM 
OF NIGHT SIGNALLING. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he is aware of the fact that soldiers and 
sailors, when qualifying for the rating 
as signalmen in either Service, have to 
undergo a course of tuition extending 
from six to eight weeks to enable them 
to become proficient in the Morse 
system of night signalling ; and, seeing 
that such training is considered essential 
to success in warfare, will he consider 
the desirability, in the interests of the 
safety of the lives of those engaged at 
sea in trade, of offering the same facilities 
and conditions as to pay and mainten- 
ance to those officers and men of the 
mercantile marine who are desirous of 
obtaining the knowledge of using the 


| Morse system: of night signalling, in 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have! 
no information as to whether this engine ' of those of that serivce will know any- 


' view of the fact that not one per cent. 
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thing about it when it becomes obligatory | 
upon them to use such system at sea by 
night on and after the Ist January next. | 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 
I am aware of the fact that signalmen 
in the Army and Navy are specially 
trained in the use of the Morse system | 
of signalling, but I have no power— 
even if I thought it desirable—to require | 
(or assist) the officers and men of the 
mercantile marine to make themselves | 
acquainted with that system, the use 
of which is optional, and will not become | 
obligatory upon them after the Ist 
January next, as stated in the question. 


CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, in view of the difficulties 
which have arisen owing to the refusal 
of the landlord of Croir Farm, Bernera, 
Island of Lewis, to settle the people of 
the district on that farm, and having 
regard to the condition of the landless 
cottars and fishermen in the Hebrides, 
will he consider the desirability of intro- 
ducing a Bill to amend the Congested 
Districts Board (Scotland) Act, 1897, 
somewhat on the lines of the Congested 
District Board (Ireland) Bill just brought | 
in by the Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- | 
ant, and which will give the Congested | 
Districts Board for Scotland power to | 
secure compulsorily lands suitable for 
the settlement of the Highland people. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Mvrray, Buteshire): The Secre- | 
tary for Scotland cannot come under the | 
obligation suggested by the hon. Member. | 


ANNAT (ROSS-SHIRE) FISHERIES. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary | 
for Scotland, whether the Congested | 
District Board have yet decided to pro- | 
vide a grant towards the erection of a | 
small pier or boatslip at Annat, in the | 
parish of Applecross, Ross-shire. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that on the 10th June they wrote | 
to the county clerk for certain neces- 
sary information, which has not yet been 
supplied. | 
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REGISTRATION OF DEATHS IN 
SCOTTISH WORKHOUSES. 
Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 


‘and Kinross): I beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate whether he is aware that the 
law is constantly being violated in Scot- 


land, in the registration of the deaths of 


paupers in workhouses, by persons sign- 
ing a certificate that they were present 
at the death, when, as a matter of fact, 


| they have been elsewhere ; and whether 


he will be prepared to take such steps 
as will secure that the law be complied 
with, and that the penalty which attaches 
to a person signing a certificate under 
such circumstances is enforced. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
not prepared to accept the accuracy of 
the general statement as to the violation 
of the law made in the first paragraph 
of the hon. Member’s question. On the 
contrary, | am informed by the Regis- 
trar General for Scotland that he has 
no knowledge of any circumstances 
giving rise to the question, and that in- 
structions are prefixed to every registra- 


tion book for the guidance of registrars, 


from which and from the list of questions 
which must be answered by the in- 
formant of a death, it will be seen that 


_ it is the practice to require the informant 


in each case to state whether he was 
present at the death. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON : If I supply 
the right hon. Gentleman with the in- 


'formation I have, will he inquire ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I will 
pass it on to the Registrar General, of 
course. 


SALES OF CHARITY PROPERTY. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


| Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the hon. Member 


for the Tunbridge Division of Kent, as 
representing the Charity Commissioners, 
if the commissioners will state in their 
future annual reports, in addition to 
the sum realised during the year by the 
sale of real property belonging to chari- 


| ties, the number of acres of land sold and 
the amount realised by the sale of house 


property, building land, and agricul- 


| tural land separately. 


*Toe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. GrirrFitH-Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tunbridge) : The commis- 
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sioners cannot see their way to adopt the{ Mr. FLYNN: Will the hon. and 
suggestion of the hon. Member, as they | learned Gentleman communicate with 
have no means of ascertaining in the case | his colleague the Attorney General for 
of particular sales how much of the land | Ireland in view of the forthcoming trial 
sold could properly be described as} at Cork ? 
“building land” and how much as “agri-| , . a ee 
cultural land,” nor does theclassification Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 
suggested by the hon. Member exhaust | 4 F ower 
all the classes of property sold. They | nn oo TO EVENING 
are further of opinion that no public wi ‘ 7 
purpose would be served by such a state- | Dr. MACNAMARA ——— 
ment the utility of which would be N.): I beg to ask the Vice- Ed ent of 
commensurate with the time and labour the Committee of Council on Education 
involved. whether, in any public elementary even- 
ing school which may be opened aiter the 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: Do I under-| 21st July, 1901, either by a school board 
stand that the Charity Commissioners | °f by any other oy the a ee 
refuse to give information to the public | 8Tnts will be offere ss Lesage a 
as to these very large amounts of real pupil who may be over steen yours'y 
property that ae enmeniiy uaa? age at the commencement of the school 

: : year. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN: The) Tye VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
sales are reported every year in the; BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
annual report of the commissioners, ‘Cambridge University): lf the school 
but the commissioners cannot adopt the | jg conducted in accordance with the first 
detailed classification of the hon. Mem- | twenty articles of the Minute, the answer 
ber, as it is quite unsuitable, and would | jg jn ‘the affirmative. If the school is 
moreover involve much time and) egnducted under Article 21 of the 


labour. | Minute, the answer is in the negative. 
Sir WALTER FOSTER : If the com-| EVENING SCHOOL CODE 


missioners refuse to adopt my classifica- | 


tion, will they adopt some other classi- | Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the 
fication 2 | Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- 
cil on Education whether, in the event of 

Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN: The! the Board of Education sanctioning 
commissioners will be glad to consider instruction in first aid and home nursing 
any suggestion made by the hon, Under Group VIII. of the new evening 
de ° school Minute, it would be competent 
for school boards in the future to spend 
PENRHYN QUARRY TRIAL. 'the rates and receive Exchequer grants 


Mn. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to eek [2% "Pe of such subjects. 
Mr. , General w is atten- | i 

fr. Attorney General whether his atten-/ gi J, GORST: Yes, in all cases as 
tion has been called to the proceedings ds the of : ' children : ‘but 
in th WAY ope hag” ged srs regards the education of children ; ut, 
in the case of the King against John * ae 

é ape in the case of adults, only if the school or 
Owen, David Thomas, and others, who | ] , Hot 
be ~~ | class were conducted under the provisions 
were charged, under the Conspiracy and 6:the Biluastion Bill now before Past 
Pp myer - Act. in connection | OL “te Baucation Bill now betore Parha- 
rotection of Froperty Act, 1n connection | ment, if the same b ; law 
with the Penrhyn quarry disputes, and | : Se re 
if he can state whether any of the jurors) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): The right 
were challenged or ordered to stand by hon. Gentleman takes no note of volun- 
by the prosecuting counsel. | tary schools—— 

} 


Member. 


Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir, *M&. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : | 
Yes, Sir, my attention has been called | EVENING SCHOOL YEAR. 
to this case. The answer to the second; Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
branch of the question is in the negative. | Vice-President of the Committee of 
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Council on Education whether he can} THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
say when the school year begins under, WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovctas, Kent, 
the new Minute of evening schoo's. | St. Augustine’s) : The work to be carried 
| out in the Royal Gallery in connection 
Sir J. GORST: The school year will) with Lord Russell’s trial has been revised 
begin as from Ist August next, but the | and checked by me. It is not intended 
actual session of any evening school may | to introduce a supplemental Estimate, 
commence on any date suggested by the but the work will be paid for under sub- 
managers and approved by the Board of | heads A and F of the Vote for the Houses 
Education, but must terminate on or of Parliament buildings. 
before the succeeding 31st July. | 
| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


SCHOOLMASTERS AS RATE (ask the Attorney General a question of 
COLLECTORS. | which I have sent him private notice— 


—— a : namely, whether it is a fact that the 
, oo pg ont gay a gra courts of the King’s Bench Division of 
ccees of Council on Education whether the High Court will not sit on Thursday ; 
it is in accordance with the regulations = pata = se gee igen 
of the Education Department that ‘he | 7° ee ee 


master of a national school should also | J¥Stice Farwell will also be closed ; and, 
hold tie sites of sek aula if so, what is the reason for this disloca- 


tion of public business and inconvenience 
Sr J. GORST: Yes, provided that to suitors and witnesses. 

Article 85 (e) of the Code is not infringed 

thereby. Stir ROBERT FINLAY : It is part of 

the duty of the judges to attend in the 

“ eee , | House of Lords when required. Of 

REGISTRATION OF EVENING SCHOOLS. course it is impossible for x eh to be 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask at the House of Lords and in their own 

the Vice-President of the Committee of | courts at the same time. 

Council on Education whether he can | 

state what method of registration will be) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 

required in the evening schools contem- the First Lord of the Treasury whether 

plated by the new evening school he will give me an opportunity, before 

Minute ; and whether it will be necessary the Indian Budget, of discussing the 

to follow the old method set out in the expenses of Earl Russell’s trial. 

Evening Continuation Schools Code of | 

last year, or the method based upon the| . Tye FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 

mode of registration set out in the, SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 


Science and Art Directory. E.): I know nothing about that, Sir. 
Sir J. GORST: The forms of regis- 
tration are now being drawn up, and) PLANS OF THE HOUSES OF 


PARLIAMENT. 
Mr. SOAMES: I beg to ask the First 


Commissioner of Works whether he 
TRIAL OF LORD RUSSELL. would have a murs Houses of Parlia- 
peeves * 'ment prepared and hung up in some 
Mr. SW IFT MacNEILL : I beg Wr caalhia” alien by ke baat of 
ask the First Commissioner of Works | pare 
: : next session. 
whether the estimates for the work to_ 
: executed in the conversion | Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes. Sir 
ting’s Gallery in the palace of West-| 7 +107) 11. : : 4 
minster, for the trial of Earl Russell, have | I will have plans prepared. 
been presented to him, or revised or | 
checked by him; and whether the, REGISTERED TELEGRAPH 
House of Commons will be asked to vote | ADDRESSES—SELL’S LIST. 
for this expenditure on a supplemental! Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
Estimate. | N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


they will be supplied to the schools when 
they are ready. 
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Treasury, 
master General, whether “ Sell’s Abbre- | 
viated Telegraph Addresses ” is now re- 
cognised officially as authentic, and, if so, 
why copies of this book are not supplied | 
to telegraph offices, so that the public 
may have the benefit of it. 


Questions, 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : 


{COMMONS} 


as representing the Post-| 
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Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor. 
ley): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
_ give an indication when the decision will 
| be come to on this matter, which is three 
or four years old ? 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter is 
before the Treasury, and I cannot believe 
my Lords will delay it one moment 
longer than is necessary. 


The Post | 


Office supplies Mr. Sell with the abbre- , 


viated telegraph addresses of persons or 
firms who are willing to allow the ad- 
dresses to appear in his list, but the 
Department does not undertake any 
responsibility beyond this. The direc- 
tory is not supplied to telegraph offices 
because it is not required for office use. 


MALLAIG MAILS. 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 


to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether the nego- 
tiations with the North British Railway 
Company in regard to the conveyance of 


the mails over the new railway between | 


Fort William and Mallaig have now been 
brought to a satisfactory conclusion. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


The answer is in the negative. 


IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he | 
will state how the case of the Irish gold 


ornaments stands, and what steps the | 


Government propose to take in the 
matter. 


*THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 


LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
law officers of England and _ Ireland 


have met in consultation and advised the | 


Treasury on the questions involved in| 
this case. The matter is now under the | 
consideration of the Treasury. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: When shall | 
we have an opportunity of knowing | 
what advice has been given to the Trea- | 
sury ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Baronet | 
will see that it is premature to make it | 
known at present. 





KILCLOONEY ESTATE 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
‘can state how the tenants on the unsold 
portion of the Kilclooney estate hold the 
‘lands, have any of the graziers who 
previous to last November merely held 
under agistment contracts been since 
made tenants for the purpose of selling 
the lands to them ; whether, in view of 
the proposed legislation extending the 
powers of the Congested Districts Board, 
he will ask the Irish Land Commission 
not to force a sale until the Congested 
Districts Board has an opportunity of 
further considering the matter, and 
| whether he will ask the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board to communicate with the 
Irish Land Commission on the subject. 


a | 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I received notice 
of this question last night and at once 
communicated with the Land Com- 
| mission and Congested Districts Board. 
| But the information for which I asked 
only reached me since I arrived at the 
| House, and I have had no opportunity 
‘of considering it. I shall be much 
obliged if the hon. Member will defer 
his question till Thursday. Meanwhile 
I will communicate with him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But the 
sale may take place before Thursday. 
| *Mr. WYNDHAM: I gather that no 
sale of the property is in progress, 
jalthough offers have been made by 
| individual tenants. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The fear is 
that the grass lands may be sold to the 
present tenants before the matter is 
fully considered. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I will deal with 


that point in my communication to the 


hon. Member. 


TRIAL OF MR. WALSH, J.P. 

*Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Stephen Ronan, K.C., 
is Senior Crown Prosecutor for the 
county and not for the city of Cork, and 
that Sir Francis Brady, K.C., is Senior 
Crown Prosecutor for the city of Cork ; 
can he explain how the fact that Mr. 
Ronan being unable to accept his briefs 
for the Crown at the coming Cork 
Assizes renders it necessary that Mr. 
Sevmour Bushe, K.C., should be retained 
by the Crown to prosecute in the Tallow 
ease at the city of Cork Assizes ; and as 
the Crown do not consider the case a 
serious one, will the question of leaving 
it in the hands of the Senior and Junior 
Crown Prosecutors be considered with a 
view to the saving of the expense involved 
in the special retainer of Mr. Seymour 
Bushe, K.C., for the Crown. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKrINson, London- 
derry. N.): At the request of my right 
hon. friend, I will reply to this question. 
The selection of counsel to represent the 
Crown in Ireland in any given case is 
absolutely in my discretion. If the hon. 
Member disapproves of the manner in 
which I have on any occasion exercised 
that discretion, he can bring the matter 
up on the Estimates. I must decline, 
however, while a prosecution is pending, 
to discuss in the form of question and 
answer the propriety of its exercise in 
reference to that prosecution, inasmuch 
as it would necessarily involve expres- 
sions of opinions on the merits of the 
pending case. I have already informed 
the hon. Member that no additional cost 
will be incurred by the retaining of Mr. 
Bushe. 


*Mr. O’SHEE: As Mr. Ronan is not 
Crown Prosecutor for the city of Cork, 
but for the county, why did his absence 
render it necessary to bring in Mr 
Bushe ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Had he been able 
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| statutory obligation. 
. | there are means of enforcing it. 
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*Mr. O’SHEE: But why brief Mr. 


Bushe when Sir Francis Brady, who is 
the regular Crown Prosecutor for the 
city of Cork, is available ? 


| Mr. ATKINSON: I have a right to 
| direct whom I like to be briefed, and I 
decline to answer any question on the 
point. 


*Mr. O’'SHEE rose to put another 
| question. 


| 

| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has positively 
declined to discuss his reasons for appoint- 
|ing a particular counsel. 


| *Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, since 
'his election to the chairmanship of the 
| Waterford County Council, Mr. Patrick 
| F. Walsh, of Tallow, county Waterford, 
| called with his solicitor at the Crown 
'and Hanaper Office, Dublin, and were 
|informed by the official in charge that 
he could not issue the necessary papers 
for the Commission of the Peace to Mr. 
| Walsh because, as he stated, he saw in 
'the newspapers that a prosecution was 
| pending against Mr. Walsh ; and also at 
|the same time that he withheld the 
| papers referred to of his own accord, and 
| without any direction from the Lord 
| Chancellor ; and whether he will take 
steps that the statutory obligation to 
issue a writ of dedimus to the chairman 
| of a county council, on the tender of the 
| necessary fees, may be forthwith com- 
| plied with. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no official 
| cognisance of the matters alleged in the 
| first paragraph, nor have I any jurisdic- 
|tion to act in the manner suggested in 
| the second paragraph. 

| 








*Mr. O’SHEE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire whether the facts 
alleged in the question are true? 





| *Mr. WYNDHAM: I doubt very much 


| 
| 


if the Lord Chancellor is under any 
If he is, no doubt 


*Mr. O’SHEE: But why should he 


to be there he would have conducted the | prejudge Mr. Walsh before he has been 
prosecution. 


proved guilty ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no doubt INDIAN BUDGET. 

the Lord Chancellor will have cognisance| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
of the fact that this question has been} to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
asked. It is not one with which I can| whether he will endeavour to arrange 
deal. I do not think it right that the | for the Indian Budget to be taken this 
Executive should interfere in purely | session at an earlier date than is usually 
judicial matters. | the case ; and if so, whether he can give 


Questions, 600 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) :. Is it | any indication as to when the debate will 


. : | take place. 
not a legal axiom that a man is assumed | “*° P 


to be innocent until he ‘is proved to be | 


guilty 1 Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 


in the present condition of public business 
*Mr. O’'SHEE: Is not the Lord Chan” | that I can hold out any hopes to the hon. 
cellor a member of the Executive Govern” | Member that any unusual facilities will 
ment 4% | be given to the discussion of the Indian 
| Budget. 
[No answer was returned. ] 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

ENNISCORTHY POST OFFICE. | Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to 
Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to| ask the First Lord of the Treasury a 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as| question as to the course of public 
representing the Postmaster General, | business, and also if he can state when 
whether he can state what tenders have | he proposes to introduce the Agricultural 








been received for the construction of the 
new post office at Enniscorthy, and how 
soon the work will be commenced. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Six 
tenders were received for the erection of 
the new post office at Enniscorthy, of 


which the lowest has been accepted. The | 


contractor is to begin work as soon as 
possible. 


SCOTTISH SUPPLY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that only 6} hours have been 
devoted this year to Scotch Votes in 
Committee of Supply, he will state what 
additional number of hours it is proposed 
to give to Scotch Votes this session. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman’s statistics are inaceu- 
rate. A good deal more time has been 
spent on the Scottish Estimates. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that on the first day set 
apart for Scottish Supply the Votes did 
not come on till 9 p.m. ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WEIR: But the right hon. 
Gentleman says I am inaccurate. 


| Rating Bill. 
| 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 


(friend will, under the ten minutes rule, 
introduce the Rating Bill on Thursday 
inext. I only mention that because if I 
did not hon. Gentlemen from Ireland 
would think, quite rightly, that I 
intended, illegitimately, to cut short 
their discussion. The Third Reading 
of the Finance Bill will be taken to- 
morrow. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman name a 
day when the Government will intro- 
duce the Naval Works Bill, or when 
| he will afford some other opportunity of 
i discussing the Gibraltar Report ? 





| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
| friend is aware, the Naval Works Bill 
i has to be introduced in Committee 
|of the Whole House. I shall put the 
resolution down as the second Order to- 
morrow. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) : May I ask whether 
it is customary to introduce a contentious 
Bill, such as the Agricultural Rating 
Bill is, under the ten minutes rule ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is only a 
continuation Bill. 
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‘Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
Will the Bill renewing the Agricultural 
Rating Act include the Act relating to 
tithe rent-charge ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, yes. 





Mr. SOAMES: If the Vote for the 
Houses of Parliament is not reached this 
evening will an opportunity be afforded 
for discussing the Report of the Select 
Committee on Accommodation ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
any pledge as to when an opportunity can 
be given for discussing the Report of 
this Select Committee. I have repeatedly 


appealed to hon. Members to make more | 
my | 


rapid progress with Votes, but 
appeals have not met with the success 
I think they deserve. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Education 
(Scotland) Bill, with Amendments. 


NEW BILLS. 


LONDON SCHOOL !BOARD ELECTIONS. 


Bill to alter the Divisions of London | 


for the Election of the School Board, 
ordered to be brought in by Dr. Mac- 
namara, Mr. Charrington, Sir George 
Fardell, Major Evans-Gordon, Mr. Kim- 
ber, Mr. Lough, Sir John Blundell 
Maple, Captain Norton, Mr. Remnant, 
Mr. Herbert Robertson, Sir Albert 
Rollit, and Mr. Tritton. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS 
BILL. 


“To alter the Divisions of London 
for the Election of the School Board,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 266.] 


CONTAGIOUS AND INFECTIOUS 
DISEASES (ANIMALS). 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
notification of Contagious and Infectious 
Diseases of Animals and the compensation 
of owners, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Louis Sinclair, Colonel Nolan, Mr. 


{16 Jury 1901} 


‘colleague, the Home Secretary, by the 
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(David Morgan, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
| Mr. Tully, Mr. Catheart Wason, and 
Colonel Tufnell. 


DISEASES (ANIMALS) BILL. 

' “To amend the Law relating to the 
| notification of Contagious and Infectious 
| Diseases of Animals and the compensa- 
tion of owners,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
267.] 


| CONTAGIOUS AND INFECTIOUS 
| 


SUPPLY [1l6rnH Attorrep Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
| Chair. } 
Crvit Service EstTIMATes, 1901-2. 
Class II. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
|posed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£130,269, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
'of payment during the year ending on 
‘the 31st day of March, 1902, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local 
Government Board.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he proposed to move a reduction of 
the Vote for the purpose of calling atten- 
tion to a matter of great public import- 
ance, namely, the urgency of the question 
of the housing of the working classes, 
and his desire in so doing was to urge 

_that the Department should be more 
zealous than it had been in the past in 
that matter, and that it should treat the 
local authorities more generously and 
sympathetically, especially in regard to 
the period allotted for the repayment of 
‘loans incurred by local authorities in 
respect of housing schemes. That view 
| had been pressed upon the Department 
of which the right hon. Gentleman (Mr 
| Long) was the head, for a considerable 
period by municipal authorities, and by 
| Members of Parliament on both sides of 
the House, and it had been cordially 
endorsed by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
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London County Council, and by twenty- 
two of the London borough councils, and 
he certainly thought they had a right to 
expect considerably more zeal from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Department. 
It was a fact that at the General Election 
the war in South Africa was the Aaron’s 
Rod which ate up all matters of public 
interest, but still he did not suppose that 
there was any platform put forward by 
any political party at the General Elec- 
tion on which the question of the housing 
of the working classes did not have a 
prominent place. He knew that no 
fewer than forty of the colleagues of the 
right hon. Gentleman in their election 
addresses gave that question a very 
prominent position, and declared that 
the subject was one which called for 
energetic and sympathetic treatment. 
Among the hon. Members who so de- 
clared was the hon. Member for St. 
George’sin the East. He placed it in the 
forefront of questions demanding imme- 
diate attention at the hands of Parlia- 
ment, while the Home Secretary, when 
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receiving a deputation which urged 
upon him the matter of temperance 


reform, threw out the suggestion that 
what was more important than a reduc- 
tion in the number of public-house 
licenses was the dealing with the ques- 
tion of the housing of the working 
classes. But in spite of the strong 
consensus of public opinion in favour of 
immediate action, they had failed to see 
anything like an echo of those sentiments 
in the administration of the Department 
over which the right hon. Gentleman so 
ably presided. Early in the session he 
asked him whether he would consider 
the advisability of appointing a Com- 
mittee of the House to see how far the 
Local Government Board might assist 
local authorities in this matter, and in 
reply to that the right hon. Gentleman 
had promised that the matter should 
have his earnest attention. He would 
like to know what steps the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken. If any hon. 
hon. Members wished for information 
on this subject, they need only refer to 
the report in Hansard of the Second 
Reading debate on the Housing Bill of last 
year, and there they would find on every 
page a tragic story showing how people 
lived crowded together in rooms, paying 
extortionate rents for miserable hovels, 


Dr. Macnamara. 


{COMMONS} 
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with the result that disease, immorality» 
and other terrible evils followed. The 
other day the chairman of the White- 
chapel Board of Guardians called a con- 
ference on this very question, and at that 
conference the rector of Spitalfields 
himself made the following statements, 
which pointed to a perfect scandal on the 
fair fame of this great country. He 
said that from one of his parochial 
buildings he had seen through the thinly 
veiled window of a house four men and 
six women retiring for the night in one 
room. These people were hard-working 
people of the working class, who were 
compelled by the lack of accommoda- 
tion to live under such conditions. Ata 
late period the Rector made a statement 
that at a Christmas gathering attended 
by some 200 poor children he asked how 
many of them lived in one-roomed 
homes, and all but seven of that gathering 
lifted up their hands to show that they 
lived under such conditions. The other 
seven lived in two rooms. The rev. 
gentleman also went on to say that 
within the past two days he had had a 
census taken of one or two of the typical 
alleys in his parish. In one alley there 
were ten houses, containing fifty-one 
rooms, the average size of which was 
8 feet by 9 feet. In these rooms 254 
people lived. In another alley there 
were six houses, with twenty-two rooms, 
with eighty-four people living in them, 
and in one house of eight rooms there 
were forty-five people actually resident. 
Surely something ought to be done to 
remedy such a terrible state of affairs. 
He was asking for nothing heroic. He 
was only desirous that the Department 
should show a little zeal in dealing with 
that terrible evil. The London County 
Council was doing all it could to prov ide 
a remedy, but it was beset with diffi- 
culties, especially i in regard to the period 
within which loans had to be repaid. 
Those loans, which covered as well the 
value of the land, had to be repaid within 


a certain number of years, and the pro- 


posal of the Council was that the cost of 
the land should be taken entirely out of 
the Sinking Fund, and treated as an 
undiminished asset. The net result of 
such a proposal might not be very large, 
but still it would do something to meet 
the difficulty. 
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that matter is controlled not by the Local 
Government Board, but by statute and by 
the Treasury, and to do what the hon. 
Gentleman suggests would necessitate 
legislation. It does not come, therefore, 
within the purview of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was quite 
prepared to accept the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman, but he would 
urge that municipal authorities should 
be granted the facilities which he sug- 
gested, and, which, in his view, would 
enable them to reduce the rents to a 
small, but still a material extent. He 
accepted the view that he was not entitled 
to argue the case in regard to London, 
but still he would ask to be allowed to 
cite an instance from London in support 
of his argument. Under the present 
conditions, the London County Council 
were compelled to fix the rents of the 
dwellings they erected at a rate which 
was practically prohibitive to the people 
whom they had dishoused. For two 
rooms they had to charge between 
js. 6d. and 7s. 6d. weekly ; for three 
rooms from 8s. to 10s.; and for four 
rooms from 10s. to 12s. That of course 
was a rough average, but the net result 
was that the prices were prohibitive to 
the very class that was dishoused by the 
London County Council schemes, and 
he did suggest that if their proposal to 
extend the period of repayment were 
given effect to, it might be possible to 
reduce the charge by 3d. or 4d. per week 
for each room, and that, although appar- 
ently a small sum, was really a material | 
reduction to the class who were affected. 
He could only repeat that he was asking | 
for no heroic measures ; he was asking | 
for but a small concession which was 
unanimously desired by municipal autho- | 
tities throughout the United Kingdom, | 
and which would be certainly a decided | 
step towards the solution of the terrible | 
problem which all these authorities had | 
now to face. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) agreed 
with a good deal of what had fallen from 
the hon. Member. He would be very glad 





{16 Juty 1901} 


*Toe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 

Lonc, Bristol, S.): I have nothing to do | 
with loans to the London County Council, | 
‘deeper than that. 
_had quoted some very interesting remarks 


| Spitalfields had alluded. 
fact in regard to that part of London 
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if the period for the redemption of loans 
could be extended, but still that would 
only be a partial remedy. The root of 
the whole difficulty was to be found far 
The hon. Member 
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made by the rector of Spitalfields. Now 


‘he (the hon. Member) knew London 


pretty well, and he was also acquainted 
with the district to which the rector of 
It was a curious 


that it was entirely populated by the 
poorest part of the aliens; and a few 
years ago the only house in the street in 
which the vicarage of Spitalfields was 
situated which was occupied by English- 
men was the vicarage house itself. All 
the rest were taken up by aliens. The 
London County Council, with all the 
best intentions in the world, had failed 
completely to carry out its main object 
in entering upon the housing schemes. 
That object was, of course, to provide 
homes for the very poorest, which had 
been done by private enterprise to a 
very considerable extent, and there 
were in the East End of London large 
blocks of buildings, owned in some cases 


‘by private individuals, and in other 


cases by public companies, who undoubt- 
edly managed to accommodate their 
tenants at rents far lower than those 
quoted by the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) : On a point of order, 
Sir, are we not out of order in discussing 
questions affecting the County Council 
on this Vote ? 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: 


hon. Gentleman is in order. 


The 


Mr. FLOWER said he would only use 
it by way of illustration. He wished to 
reply to the remarks of hon. Members 
opposite. Take the case of the Boundary 
Street area in Bethnal Green. The 
county council there entered upon 
an heroic task, dealing as they did with 
one of the most criminal and insanitary 
parts of London. They pulled down the 
houses—— 

THE DEPUTY 


CHAIRMAN: The 


hon. Gentleman is now out of order. 
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Mr. FLOWER said he would content 
himself with saying that he believed the 
difficulties with which the municipalities 
had to contend in their rehousing schemes 
were difficulties which might be met by 
the municipalities themselves, if they 
recognised the need of greater economy 
in the building of the houses. It was, 
after all, the very poorest class which it 
was necessary to rehouse by municipal 
housing schemes, but the houses built 
were for the accommodation of persons 
earning comfortable wages. It was the 
business of the municipalities not to 
erect houses for a class of people who 
could afford to pay for accommodation 
elsewhere, but to build dwellings for the 
poorest—to build houses at such a cost 
that they could be rented by the poorest 
of the people. As this was a Vote for the 
Local Government Board, he desired to 
ask a question with regard to pauper 
children. That question had been raised 
many times in the House, but this was 
the first opportunity which had been 
given for discussing it in the new Parlia- 
ment. In 1894 a Departmental Com- 
mittee reported upon the subject, and 
drew attention to the grave physical, 
mental, and moral evils which had 
resulted from the aggregation of large 
numbers of children in the barrack 
schools. It was universally admitted 
five years ago that the time had come 
for the dissolution of these large schools ; 
yet there were more children in the 
Sutton school a few months ago than 
ever before. In 1894 they numbered 
1,541, and according to the last figures 
obtainable they now numbered 1,558. He 
wished to know how far the Local Govern- 
ment Board were prepared to carry out 
the pledge which had been given by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member. for 
Sleaford when he was President of the 
Local Government Board in regard to 
this matter. The Departmental Com- | 
mittee which reported upon this subject 
recommended that 200 should be the, 
maximum number in any school, and he 
asked that the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would give to-day a clear indica- 
tion as to what the Board was doing with 
regard to the matter. He knew the 
right hon. Gentleman could not depart | 
from the views of his predecessor as to the | 


| 


urgency of closing these large schools, | 


| 
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_ well-being. 


but he would ask him to be a little more | would also do all he could to encourage 
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active in prosecuting them, and he would 
like the right hon. Gentleman to issue, 
if possible, now, or very shortly, a state. 
ment fixing the date when these barrack 
schools would be finally closed. There 
was another point with regard to this 
matter. What was to be done with 
these children? With regard to that, 
they were face to face with several pro- 
posals. Some guardians were carrying 
out the most enlightened system. For 
instance, Sheftield and Bradford had for 
the benefit of these children initiated an 
extremely wise system. They had taken 
cottage houses, where these children 
were placed under the care of a woman, 
who looked after them. They went to 
the ordinary elementary public school 
of the neighbourhood in which they 
lived, and partook of a life of purity, and 
in that way shook off the taint of 
pauperism, which otherwise would cling 
to them in after life. He could not 
imagine that the view of the President 
of the Local Government Board would 
be otherwise than sympathetic in a case 
of this kind. Then there was a scheme of 
boarding out; but this, like all -dual 
schemes, was not easy of treatment. 
They had first of all to find the right 
class of family with which the child 
ought to be boarded out, and where it 
would receive the right kind of inspee- 
tion. He thought in a scheme of that 
kind the Local Government Board would 
do well to invoke the aid of a local com- 
mittee. There would be no difficulty in 
getting together a local committee of 
ladies and gentlemen who would be 
willing to undertake the work of inspec- 
tion, and it was obvious that such a com- 
mittee would take a large amount of 
interest in the children who were placed 
under their control. Those children 
would no longer be orphans, but would 
have friends to take a personal and 
kindly interest in their welfare and 
Such committees were in 
existence to-day, but it was within the 
power of the Local Government Board 
to encourage them to a very much larger 
extent than at present. Those were the 
two suggestions which he made, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
stimulate as far as possible the action 
of the boards of guardians who were 
willing to deal with these children by 
means of cottage homes, and that he 
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the system of boarding out. The evil of 
large aggregations under unsuitable 


conditions could not be exaggerated. 
He hoped the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman would not be confined to 
sympathy in this matter, but that he 
would put the views of his predecessor 
into practice. 


*CapTaIN NORTON (Newington, W.) 


said that the matter which he desired to | 
bring to the notice of the Committee | 


was a matter which was an injustice to 


an individual in the first place, which | 


effected an undue interference with the 
freedom of local self-government in the 
second place, and which in the third 
place showed a desire to go behind the 
Act of Parliament. The case which he 
desired to raise was that of Dr. Scott 
Tebb, who was selected by the district of 
Penge as medical officer of health, and 
the appointment of whom the Local 
Government Board declined to sanction. 


Dr. Tebb was an M.D. of Cambridge, | 


and had trained himself for the position 
of medical officer of health, to which 
he was appointed after open competition. 
On the 2nd of April last he entered upon 
those duties, and has been invited by 
his Council to carry them out until 
the 30th September. On May 8th 
the Urban District Council received a 
letter from the Local Government Board 
in which they requested to be informed 
“whether this gentleman is the Dr. 
Scott Tebb who has publicly expressed 
strong opinions in opposition to vaccina- 
tion, and is the author of a book entitled 
‘A Century of Vaccination and what it 
teaches,’ published under the auspices of 
the National Anti-Vaccination League.”’ 
The district council in reply said the book 
was not published under the auspices of 


the National Anti-Vaccination League, | 


but by the well-known publishers, Swan 
Sonnenschein and Co. The hon. Mem- 
ber said this was not a question of 
vaccination, and in order to make his 
position clear he might say he was not an 
anti-vaccinator. Yet the Local Govern- 
ment Board penalised a promising indi- 
vidual because he had some doubts in 
connection with vaccination. The hon. 
Member then referred to the Medical 
Act of 1858, and read Clause 73, which 
he said went to show that the Local 
Government Board were attempting to 


{16 Juty 1901} 
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| go behind the Act of Parliament in this 
‘matter. In the face of that Act the 
| Local Government Board actually at- 
‘tempted to penalise this medical officer 
of health because he had issued a book 
in which he showed he had some doubts 
as to the value of vaccination. The 
Board were, in fact, claiming to impose 
a test of belief over and above that re- 
quired by the statute governing the 
medical profession. In other words, 
they had established an Index Expurga- 
torius, and because a man had written a 
certain book he was to be disqualified 
from practising in the branch of the 
profession for which he had _ specially 
prepared himself. If the Government 
held such views with reference to the 
duties of medical officers of health, it was 
within their power to embody them in 
their Orders, but they had done nothing 
of the kind. Looking at the matter 
from the public point of view, with 
reference to the powers of local bodies, 
was this a fair way to deal, not with an 
obscure council in some out-of-the-way 
part of the country, but with a council 
such as that of Penge—practically a 
suburb of London? The members of the 
council were not ignorant men ; they 
were men who thoroughly realised the 
great responsibilities resting upon them, 
with the knowledge that if an epidemic 
broke out in that district it would very 
rapidly spread throughout the whole of 
London south of the Thames and prob- 
ably also cross the river. If the Local 
Government Board could be consistent 
throughout, there might be something 
in its action, but it had the power of 
putting a veto on an appointment only 
when the district drew half the officer’s 
salary for monies supplied by Parliament, 
and, according to the last report of the 
Board, out of 921 medical officers of 
health there were 141 of whose salary 
/no portion was repaid by the county 
council. This, therefore, was an arbi- 
‘trary and tyrannical way of dealing with 
one particular council. Other medical 
officers had openly expressed their dis- 
trust of vaccination, and yet were allowed 
to continue in their positions. Before 
the Commission on Vaccination, Dr. 
| MacLawrin, the Medical Officer for New 
South Wales, stated that he relied not 
on universal vaccination but on early 
isolation, and it was a well-known fact 
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that Australia had never had an epidemic. 
Sir James Simpson and other great 
authorities also stated that they looked 
more to stamping out than stamping in. 
The right hon. Gentleman was a member 
of the Government which in 
brought forward the Bill relieving from 
all fines and penalties those who had 
conscientious objections to vaccination. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out 
that under the Act persons had to apply 
to a magistrate for certificates. 


*CapTaAIN NORTON contended that 
that was practically the same thing, and 
yet the right hon. Gentleman was here 
going behind the Act in order to penalise 
this gentleman for having a doubt as to 
vaccination. The law gave statutory 
recognition to conscientious objections, 
and therefore it was not fair thet this 
individual should be thus singled out. 
No duties were cast by law on the medical 
officer of health; they were all dis- 
charged by either the vaccination officer 
or the public vaccinator. By the Public 
Health Act of 1875, urban authorities 
could pay what they liked and appoint 
and remove at pleasure if they were not 
obliged to call on the Government to 
supplement their funds so far as the 
official’s salary was concerned, and the 
Local Government Board might pre- 
scribe the qualification and duties of 
these practitioners, but those precautions 
had not been taken. Doubtless the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman would 
be that it would not be right for him in 
his position to sanction the appointment 
as a medical officer of health of one who, 
in his opinion, might attempt to thwart 
any rules or orders issued by the Local 
Government Board, which might in- 
directly affect the question of vaccination. 


But if that view were adopted all round , 


they would be at a complete standstill. 
It was often the case that men who had 
doubts on any subject were before their 
time. 
were frequently superior to their fellows, 
and, in this instance, the particular 


{COMMONS} 


1898 | 


In every walk of life such men | 
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| desired to express the strong feelings 
‘against the administration of the Local 
/Government Board with regard to the 
undue limitation enforced by the Depart- 
ment in relation to the term for the repay- 
ment of local loans. He regretted that his 
action had to take the form of an Amend- 
ment on the question of the President of 
the Board’s salary, because all who had 
| been brought into contact with the right 
hon. Gentleman would acknowledge not 
only the courtesy but the sympathetic 
attention and the desire to effect any 
reasonable reform which the right hon. 
Gentleman invariably displayed. He 
therefore hoped that such a reply would 
be given as would make it unnecessary to 
press the Amendment. The right hon. 
Gentleman had hitherto been in a posi- 
tion of difficulty owing to the long- 
established practice of the Department ; 
he had been environed by precedents 
to which many Members were averse, 
From those bonds it was desired to 
release him, in order that he might 
take a more modern view of the matter 
than that suggested by even the Act of 
1875, and do something to enable local 
authorities to carry out the great duties 
entrusted to them by Parliament. 

Let the Committee look at the position 
in regard to the terms for the repayment 
of loans in connection with the housing 
of the working classes. The housing 
question was one of acknowledged import- 
ance, not only in London, but through- 
out the country. Although the Acts 
bore the name of the ‘‘ working classes,” 
the legislation against overcrowding— 
for the reduction of congestion, which 
was sometimes of a very dangerous 
character—was not in any sense class 
legislation ; it was in the interests of the 
health and strength of the whole com- 
munity. It must not, therefore, be said 
that the local authorities were pressing 
socialistic propositions. On the contrary, 
they were consulting the best and highest 
interests of the whole community in 
|endeavouring to end a state of things 
such as that under which in London—and 














individual concerned, because he had the same might be said of other great 
had the courage and ability to write a | cities—at least one-fifth of the population 
book, was placed in a worse position| were overcrowded, more than half a 
than other medical officers who had | million living under conditions in which 
precisely the same doubts on the subject | many persons, of both sexes, occupied 
of vaccination. one room, and in that endeavour the 


‘Capt. Norton. | 
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Department ought to give the local! the buildings, and (3) twenty for street 
authorities every possible facility in its improvements. What an anomaly the 
administration of the Acts of Parliament. last item was, for local authorities con- 
By the Act of 1890 the term for the stantly came to the House for gas Bills, 
repayment of loans was fixed at not and they regularly got whole terms of 
exceeding sixty years. That was indi- sixty years upon things which partly de- 
cative of the feeling of Parliament, and pended upon perishable pipes in the 
it was doubtless intended to cover not one streets. He ventured to say that sixty 
part only, but the whole scheme. The years was a reasonable term, and there 
Housing Act incorporated the loan pro- was no reason for its reduction 
visions of the Public Health Act, and as a general rule to forty years. As a 
the words of the Act passed in 1875 result of this, the repayment of loans over 
were very material. Those words were— a period of forty years in respect of land 
“Money may be borrowed for such time not | amounts to £3 15s. percent.; in respect 
exceeding sixty years as the local authority, | of buildings, 5 per cent. ; and in respect 
with the sanction of the Local Government | of street improvements, £6 15s ; and so 
Board, may determine in each case.’ they got to 6 or 7 per cent. before they 
Whatever might have been the practice came to any question of repairs or main- 
of the Department, the primary duty | tenance, which any authority must see 
and right to determine the period of the to before it could expect anything in the 
repayment was there cast on the local shape of remunerative return. That 
authority, doubtless because the local meant either that the rates would have 
authority had knowledge and experience | to be appealed to, or that they would be 
of the locality and was charged with the providing for a class not contemplated 
responsibility of local administration. by Parliament ; or it meant probably 
But the practice had grown up of the that local authorities would do little or 
Local Government Board determining nothing at all to carry out the intentions 
the period, despite, and very frequently of Parliament whatever the demands of 
in absolute conflict with, the determina- the situation. But the local authorities 
tion of the local authority. In other did not think that Parliament thus meant, 
words, the Local Government Board had from sentimental or other political or 
usurped the functions of the local author- partisan or campaigning reasons, to give 
ity and reversed the principle established with one hand a public advantage to 
by Parliament. be taken away with the other hand by 
But there was worse thanthat. Parlia- the Administrative Department. 
ment had suggested sixty years as the Feeling as they did their responsibility 
maximum, and the practice of the Local in this great matter, the local authorities 
Government Board had been to reduce asked that every possible facility should 
that period to forty years. The words be given by the Department to carry out 
he had already quoted meant that the the intentions of Parliament. He did 
particular circumstances of each applica- not think that he ought to put a case of 
tion were to be taken into account, that kind merely in general terms, and he 
enforced by the local knowledge and_ felt bound to give some specific instance. 
experience of the local authority, and He would take the case of Hull. He 
sanctioned or otherwise, according tothe had to acknowledge the very great cour- 
circumstances, by the Government De- tesy extended to him by the right hon. 
partment. Instead of that, a crystallised Gentleman the President of the Local 
and cast-iron rule had been established, Government Board when he brought 
and the common-form answer to the the matter before him. Hull was per- 
local authorities was that ‘It is our mitted to erect dwellings, and had ap- 
practice to allow a term of forty years.” | pealed to the President to make the term 
That, he submitted, was not in accord- of the loan sixty years, and it received 
ance with the spirit or the letter of the | the inexorable answer that the Depart- 
section. It seemed to him that the! ment was bound by practice and prece- 
Department, without any legislative | dent, and it was impossible for him to do 
authority whatever, had sub-divided the | what wasasked. The right hon. Gentlc- 
thing into three parts—(1) fifty years in| man not only gave that answer, but the 
respect of the land (2) forty years for Department put an insoluble problem 
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before the Hull, Corporation. They | 
said the Corporation must not | 


charge rents which the classes for | 
whom the dwellings were intended | 
could not afford to pay, and they | 


must secure a revenue adequate to meet | 
So that two obligations | 


all expenses. 
were put upon the Corporation which 


were absolutely impossible of fulfilment, | 
and were practically self-contradictory. If | 


the first obligation was carried out, the 
Corporation would suffer, and from what 
he heard he thought the Corporation 
would be very careful before entering 
upon such a crusade again without know- 
ing what the Department was likely to 
do. 
have only forty years when London had 
sixty ? What was the reason for such a 
distinction between the two cases ? Was 
property more perishable in Hull? It 
might be said that the Act of Parliament 
gave sixty years in London. But the 
Act of Parliament said, “ not exceeding 
sixty years.”’ Then why should the 
figures be commanding in London 
and under the same words be refused 
for Hull? He thought the same obli- 
gation recognised in London should be 
allowed to provincial corporations, and 
they should be dealt with exactly on the 
same footing. 

He would now take the case of Ply- 
mouth. He had seen the Mayor and 
Town Clerk of Plymouth upon this sub- 
ject, and they told him that the result 
of the action of the Local Government 
Board in Plymouth had been to saddle 
the Corporation with a loss of £800 a 
year. The mayor told him that they 
were most anxious to carry out these 
matters on business and reasonable, 
and even, to some extent, philanthropic 
principles. They had done their best to 
do so, but, owing to the administration 
of the Department, they had practically 
found it impossible to make the houses 
pay a reasonable percentage, or to serve 
theclass intended to be benefited. Though 
it might be said that the difference 
created by the longer term might be 


small, it was that very margin of dif- | 


ference which often created the difference 


between a reasonable and an exorbitant | 


rent. It was just that difference which 
made it either possible on business terms 
or impossible upon philanthropic terms 
to~do what Parliament intended. He 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


{COMMONS} 


Why should the Hull Corporation | 
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could confirm absolutely the figures of 
his hon. friend opposite in regard to 
North London, where there was a dif- 
ference in two and three-roomed houses 
of 1s. 4d. down to 11d. per week, which 
sums were of the greatest importance 
to men of the smallest means who had 
the greatest claims to be cared for in this 
matter, and who were the very class 
who were ejected, and whom they 
were bound to do their best to reasonably 
accommodate and help, and he alto- 
gether objected to the practice of the 
Department, as at Hull, in fixing one 
general rule of forty years instead of the 
local authority getting the benefit of the 
Act by determining the term, according 
to the probable life of the works, which 
they knew best, with the sanction of the 
Department. 

He could not do otherwise than admit 
that there should be some reasonable 
central check upon local expenditure, 
but it should not be full of anomalies, 
It should be consistent, and what was 
good for London should be also given to 
the provinces in dealing with this matter; 
the maximum London term ought, more- 
over, to be increased, with the provincial 
one, to 100 years insteadof sixty. What he 
complained of was that the Department, 
instead of acting upto the statutes, and 
making the most of them, limited and 
narrowed them down. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s predecessor told them when 
he was speaking upon this subject that 
he was the trustee for posterity. No- 
body objected to posterity having a 
trustee, but they should remember that 
posterity would get the benefit of this 
expenditure by works of longer life than 
forty years, by healthier surroundings 
and better conditions, and one who 
was also trustee for the _ over 
burdened taxpayers of to-day ought not 
to be seduced from his duty by thinking 
too much of posterity in this matter. 
Posterity ought to bear its share of the 
burden, and they desired that the trustee 
should look at this matter and see that 
the burden was properly adjusted. 
| He had had opportunities of ascertaining 
| what the feeling of local authorities was 
upon this matter. The Municipal Corpo- 
rations Association which, representing 
all the corporations of the country, had 
made the strongest representations to the 
right hon. Gentleman and _ his pre- 
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decessors upon this subject. 
had the pleasure of attending a confer- 
ence held in his own constituency of 
Islington upon this matter, and a reso- 
Jution was unanimously passed, indicating 
the strongest feeling upon this subject on 
the part of the metropolitan boroughs. He 
did not think that what they asked for 
was at all unreasonable. They asked for 
a maximum term of 100 years, that the 
term for buildings should be increased, 
and that the land should be regarded 
as a continuing and permanent asset 
against the liabilities. There were pre- 
cedents for this in the Public Health 
Act of 1875 in the case of sewage farms, 
where the amount to be borrowed might 
be three-fourths of the value or cost, and 
here the land was regarded as a con- 
tinuing asset just as they asked that 
land should be treated in this instance. 
In some other Acts the property acquired 
was held as a continuing asset, and was 
not to be taken into account in caleu- 
lating the powers of the local authorities 
to borrow under the Acts—for instance, 
under the Small Allotments Act. 

They had to go to Germany for a 
great many things, and they had a 
precedent in that country which was 
worth following. In Prussia the general 
loan repayment term was 100 years, and 
it might be increased in the case of the 
housing of the working classes because of 
the excellence and the necessity of the 
object in view. He would remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that a similar recom- 
mendation for lengthening the term was 
made by the Royal Commission of 1884- 
85. He did not wish to labour the point, 
and all he had endeavoured to do was to 
put what he considered was a reasonable 
case before the right hon. Gentleman, 
and he felt sure that he would have his 
sympathy upon this point. He hoped 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would be supported in this matter 
by both sides of the House. He did 
wish to go to a division with his Amend- 
ment, because he knew that the right 
hon. Gentleman would very readily 
grasp what was the general sense of the 
House upon this matter, if that sense 
was adequately expressed from both sides, 
for this was no party question. 

There was one other matter he wished 
to allude to. He hoped the right hon. 


Gentleman would take some steps to. 
limit the number of inquiries which had ' 
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He had | to be held before any scheme was settled. 


Why could they not follow the precedent 
of Parliament in regard to Provisional 
Orders, and make one inquiry do? 
He knew of instances where good sites 
had been lost in consequence of delays. 


'He asked the President of the Board of 


Trade to deal sympathetically with the 
Corporations who were most anxious 
to do their duty, not only to the working- 
classes by housing them properly, but 
also to the @@mmunity by securing 
healthier surroundings. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would listen to the 
appeals which had been made to him 
on behalf of the local authorities. He 
moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Vote by reduced by £100.”— 
(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
this was a question which al! London 
Members must take a keen interest in. 
As a London representative he hoped he 
was behind none in his desire to see 
some practical measure carried out in 
order to deal with the housing of the 
working classes. He wished, however, 
to be quite candid. He regretted to 
hear that this subject was being run 
upon the line of extending the time, 
and making it easier to borrow at 
the present moment, which was not 
in any way a solution of this great 
problem. This was to his mind a delu- 
sion. It seemed a very easy thing to 
extend the period of repayment, and it 
was said that this would at once reduce 
the cost and make rents cheaper. But 
anybody who would go into actuarial 
facts knew perfectly well that th differ- 
ence between sixty years and 100 years 
made only a fractional difference in the 
result of the borrowing. Some people 
seemed to imagine that if a sum of money 
could be borrowed for 100 years at a 
certain rate the same sum could be bor- 
rowed for 200 years at half the rate. The 
difference between borrowing for 60 
years and 100 years was merely frac- 
tional, and the result made very little 
difference in the rate charged. He pro- 
tested against the statement which had 
been made by the hon. Member who had 
just spoken that this made all the differ- 
ence between housing those who de-_ 


Y2 
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served to be housed and those who did 
not. The extension of the period would 
practical y make no difference. It was 
a most dangerous thing to encourage 
localities to borrow with very long periods 
for repayment. Those who had watched 
the growth of localindebtednessduringthe 
past thirty vears could not be otherwise 
but alarmed at the enormous develop- 
ment which had taken place. He hoped 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would continue to hold a very 
strong hand in preventing the extension 
of the period for the repayment of loans. 
The tendency of localities was to borrow 
largely. Some people seemed to think 
that if they left out the land ‘hat would 
really make a substantial difference in 
the loan, but it would practically make 
no difference at all. He therefore wished 


to dissociate himself altogether from the 
idea that the housing of the working 
classes would be benefitted to any great 
extent by the extension of the period for 
the repayment of loans. 


The subject wanted the most careful 
and far-reaching investigation. One great 
difficulty to his mind was that they had 
made it almost impossible for private 
local effort to assist in the matter. All 
the best results had been achieved by 
pri ate local effort, but that had been 
discouraged both by the action of munici- 
palities and by the law; and it seemed 
to him that the matter should b> in- 
quired into very carefully. The law of 
landlord and tenant was now in a very 
unsatisfactory condition, and that was 
largely responsible for the abhorrence cf 
many persons to invest in property, and 
to have any transactions in small pro- 
pety. To his knowledge a great part 
of a section of London owned by a City 
company was not let to individuals at 
all, but. was let to middlemen eight or 
ten houses at a time. Nothing could be 
worse than that system, because it re- 
moved all interest between landlord and 
tenant. It was because the law between 
landlord and tenant was sounsatisfactory, 
so complicated, and so unfair to the land- 
lord that people would not invest in 
houses in the ordinary way, and the 
consequence was that houses were farmed 
out as he had stated. Before that great 
question could !e settled, Parliament 
must be bold enough to put an end to the 
whole system of the tenure of houses, 


Mr. Bartley. 


{COMMONS} 
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not from any mere claptrap point of 
view or from political expediency, but in 
order to encourage people in every | lass 
of life to invest their money in buildings, 
Some years ago Miss Octavia Hill did 
great work in that way. She lived in a 


, block owned; or partly owned, by herself, 


and he considered that that system had 
prospects of great success. He should 
like to see people of culture encouraged 
to own houses and to live on the spot, 


but in the present state of the law it was: 
‘impossible to expect people to do that. 


He had had to do with the building of 
several blocks, and although he did not 
wish to parade anything he had done, 
he had seen most excellent results. He 
found, however, it was very difficult to 


get rid of objectionable tenants who were: 


a nuisance to all their neighbours, and 
the law was such that unless the landlord 
were very drastic indeed, such tenants 
could not be got ridof. The idea was that 
the question could not be dealt with by 
private enterprise, but that it must be 
settled by the local authorities in an 
heroic manner. He did not mean in 
any way to discourage local authorities, 
but they knew very well that the result 
of the action of the London County 
Council was not satisfactory. It was 


extremely costly, and did not supply the: 


wants of the people it was intended ta 
eater for. If that was the system on 
which the great mass of the people were 
to be rehoused, it was a bad. look-out. 
He also ventured to say that it was not 
desirable, from: political and other stand- 
points, that a great body like the London 
County Council should be the landlord 
of an enormous mass of the population. 
It was obvious that that was undesirable. 
He should like to see a small practical 
Commission or other inquiry into the 


present administration of the law as: 


between landlord and tenant, and some 
means devised by which people would be 
encouraged to interest themselves in 
that class of property. Again, the 
interference of the local authorities was 
very serious. They, no doubt, meant 
well, but they discouraged people from 
entering on such enterprises. He had 
previously stated his own experience, 
in which the action of the local authority 
was so drastic that really and truly the 
premises had to be closed. There were 


also continual irritation and changes of 
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opinion on the part of the local authority. | 
One day a cistern was to be put in; 
later the same man required it to be taken | 
out ; and later again it had to be re- | 
placed. That prevented people from 
investing money in the improvement of | 
the housing of the working classes. As | 
regarded people better off than the abso- 
lutely poor, there was no difficulty in 
providing for them by private enterprise. 
Several hon. Gentlemen were engaged 
in building in all quarters of London 
hundreds and thousands of houses for 
people of moderate means. There was 
no reason why that should not be 
encouraged for the poor also. He pro- 
tested against the delusion that the 
question was to be settled by extending 
the period of the loans. That would 
effect very little, almost nothing, in the 
direction of reducing rents, and posterity 
should not be saddled with such enor- 
mous debts. Sixty years should be the 
outside limit, as few artisans’ dwellings 
were worth much after that period, and 
probably before it elapsed they would be 
out of date. The Committee ought to 
support the Local Government Board 
in requiring the present generation to 
bear its just share. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that he 
had listened to one or two of the axioms 
of the hon. Gentleman who had just | 
spoken with amazement. He wondered 
whether he was listening to one of the 
greatest financial authorities in the 
House, as the hon. Gentleman was 
known to be, or to Baron Munchausen, 
when he heard the hon. Gentleman 
state that it really made no difference, 
or scarcely any, whether a loan was for | 
forty years or sixty years. His own 
experience was that it made a great 
difference. It might be quite true that 
sixty years was long enough—that was 
another question—but to take up the | 
position that the period of repayment 
made no difference—— 


{16 JuLy 1901} 


Service Estimates. 62 


ciple. He was sorry to have to run across 
| the track of such an interesting subject, 
but that was inevitable in such debates. 


He desired to impress on the President 


‘of the Local Government Board the 


importance of the great problem of deal- 
ing with pauper children. He was quite 
aware he need not ask the personal 


|sympathy of the right hon. Gentleman, 


but great officials could not act without 
the support of public opinion. He 
wished to say a few words to help in a 


'small way to arouse a little more public 
|interest in the matter, 


and to create 
public opinion to support the right hon. 
Gentleman in pursuing what he thought 
yas the right course. The public did 
not quite realise the seriousness of the 
problem. Hon. Members as representa- 
tives of the State should remember that 
they were the fathers of 50,000 children, 
and were practically responsible for their 
future as well as for their present. Not 
only that, but that family was in the 
greatest jeopardy of going wrong. ‘They 
were the 50,000 children of whom they 
should be the most anxious, because 


they stood in a most difficult and danger- 


ous position. He wished to impress on the 
Committee a truth which was forced on 
them more and more by experience, that 
if they wished to get rid of pauperism 
they should put in an intercepting pipe. 
That policy had been most successful as 
regarded crime. He had to do with a 
reformatory for many years, and he had 
watched the careers of hundreds and 
hundreds of boys, and the system of 
taking them from their evil surround- 
ings and placing them in_ good 
surroundings had been eminently 
successful. He wanted that system 
to be applied to pauper children 
Pauperism, after all, was like crime and 
drinking—it was very much of a pro- 
fession, and descended from father to 
son. The children grew up in that 


| atmosphere, and took to the occupation 
_of the parent, 


and what, therefore, 


| should be done was to take them from 


Mr. BARTLEY said his statement was 


that it made only a very small difference. 


Mr. HARWOOD said it made a 
difference, and a substantial difference. 
The poor lived within a very fine 
margin, and therefore the whole prob- 
lem should be worked out on that prin- 


the atmosphere and put them _ into 
another air, to lift them up to be ordi- 
nary citizens, and in a wonderfully short 


‘time they became as good as anyone 
else. As to the conclusion to be drawn, 
' they were all agreed that pauper children 


should be kept as much as possible from 
every association with the workhouse. 
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If they had to be detained for a short 
time, they should be detained elsewhere. 
There was a subtle influence of con- 
tamination in the workhouse, and the 
children caught words and tones of 
thought and feeling from which they 
might never be rescued. Therefore the 
first condition was that pauper children 
should be kept free from the contami- 
nation of the workhouse. But, as a 
matter of fact, in the Metropolis alone, 
more than 3,000 children were in work- 
houses or in infirmaries connected with 
workhouses. That was not as it should 
be, and they could imagine how far it 
extended all over the country. It might 
be said that that was temporary ; but he 
would put it to hon. Members, if their 
own children were concerned how jealous 
and careful they would be that they 
should not be brought even for a short 
time into touch with contaminating 
associations. 

Granted, therefore, that these pauper 
children should be kept clear of work- 
houses, what remained? Two _ sys- 
tems were available ; one was to put 
them into what were called barrack 
schools, and the other was to send them 
into homes either among other people 
or into small homes by themselves. A 
great deal of extravagant nonsense had 
been talked about the question. There 
were some people who could see nothing 
but good in one system, and nothing 
but evil in any other. He did not believe 
that view was correct. Certain things 
could be said for the large barrack 
schools. He had seen one which created 
a very admirable impression, and _there- 
fore he was not prepared to say that 
they were all bad. But he wanted the 
Committee to look at the matter from a 
general point of view. He was bound to 
say that experience seemed to point in 
the direction of boarding out the children 
in small homes rather than putting 
them into large houses. It should be 
remembered that when large masses of 
children were brought together it made 
them mechanical and dull ; they became 
a sort of machine-made article, and the 
consequence was that they did not in 
after life come up to what was expected 
of them. It was a moral as well as a 
physical question. The right hon. 


Supply—Cwil 


{COMMONS} 








Service Estimates. 624 


|as prevalent as it ordinarily should be, 


i 


‘whom the children boarded. 


Gentleman knew that in some large, 


institutions ophthalmia was twelve times 
Mr, Harwood, 


and moral ophthalmia was equally pre- 


valent. What was the experience of 
other countries? Scotland, whose 


example was worth following in matters 
of education, boarded out 84 per cent. of 
her pauper children ; Switzerland, 74 
per cent. ; Russia, 90 per cent. ; France 
and Germany boarded out all their 
pauper children ; whereas England only: 
boarded out 5 per cent. That showed 
that they had not given the boarding 
out system a sufficiently large trial. 
His hon. friend had stated that the 
Government had not kept their promise, 
but of course the right hon. Gentleman 
was not responsible for that. Although 
the right hon. Gentleman's predecessor 
had stated that the policy of the Depart- 
ment would be a policy of segregation. 
yet £50,000 had since been sanctioned 
for barrack schools, and although they 
were told in 1898 that one of the largest 
barrack schools — Sutton —would be 
closed, it was still open. He thought 
there should be some explanation on. 
those two points. He did not say the 
boarding-out system was absolutely and 
entirely the best system, but it ought 
to be fairly and completely looked into. 
He did not guarantee the figures, but 
it was said that while the cost per head 
in the barrack schools was £29, boarding 
out only cost £13 a head. A child 
boarded out with a family learned one 
of the most important things possible for 
a child, and that was the spirit of family 
life, interest in the practical affairs of 
everyday life, and the humanities of 
family life, which all counted for a good 
deal of education. Again, the children 
made friends. In Bolton the system 
had been tried. About 100 children 
had been boarded out, and the universal 
opinion was that it was extremely suc- 
cessful in every way, a number of 
philanthropic, kind - hearted women 
taking charge of it. Those children 
made friends, and he could not imagine 
anything better for a poor pauper child 
than that he should have a friend to 
take an interest in him in after life. 
The system also helped the people with 
He would 
not discuss the question further. It was 
a difficult one, and he admitted that it 
might be regarded from more than one 
point of view. 
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*Sir MICHAEL FOSTER (London 


University), referring to the case of Dr. 
Tebb, said that he had the pleasure of 
knowing that gentleman was one of his 
pupils, and he could speak in the highest 
terms of his general ability and character; 
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had done their best for many years to: 
remedy the evil of overcrowding. They 
had cleared certain insanitary areas, and, 
though they had provided a few excellent 
blocks of buildings, they had come to a 
dead stop, because under the present 








but he had read his book on vaccination, | system there was no adequate provision 
and he found that Dr. ‘ebb was of opinion | for replacing the population displaced 
that vaccination was perfectly useless in| by clearances, It was true they had re- 
struggling against smallpox. Vaccination | housed a certain number by the erection 
was the legalised means of struggling | of artisans’ dwellings, but the population 
against smallpox in this country, and he | the Corporation of Plymouth had to deal 
could not conceive howanyone holdingthe | with was much below the artisan class, 
views of Dr. Tebb could be a proper and! and they were driven into the slums 
efficient instrument of the Government | provided by private enterprise, because 
in the combat against smallpox. He was /no other houses were provided. What 
the last person in the world to find fault was wanted and what they looked for in 
with a man for his opinions, but he ven- | Plymouth was that the Local Govern- 
'ment Board should, at any rate, make 





tured to think that there were certain | 
opinions which it was essential that an | the best of the existing facilities, and he 
othcer of health should hold. Supposing contended that they had not done so. 
Dr. Tebb held that smallpox, measles, | With regard to the extension of time for 
and scarlet fever were not infectious, | the repayment of loans he pointed out 
cold he possibly act as medical officer | that when hon. Members spoke lightly 
for health when it was his duty to struggle | of the repayment of a loan in forty or 
against the infection of those diseases by sixty years, ‘they did not realise that the 
means of the instructions which the longer time given represented a difference 
Government supplied ? He thought the | of 14 per cent., and that 14 per cent. 
refusal to accept the appointment of Dr. | meant the difference between private 
Tebb was perfectly justified. /enterprise and municipal enterprise. 

pen | There had been a stereotyped mode of 
*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) hoped the Pre- | dealing with this matter by the Local 
sident of the Local Government Board | (Goyernment Board. Some of the in- 
would not adopt the reactionary views of spectors, who were as familiar with this 
the hon. Member for North Islington on | ....tem as most men, could show the right 
the housing of the poor. If the matter | jon, Gentleman where it was defective. 
were left to private enterprise it must only | 7, thought the time for the repayment 
be set back. The disgraceful and scan-| of Joans should be extended, as he ob- 
dalous conditions of life that were to be | jected to this system of treating the 
found in this country had grown UP | capital expended on houses for the 
under private enterprise, whilst the im- working-classes as if it were the duty of 
provement in the last twenty years had | 4), present generation to provide coming 
been the result of encouragement, and | generations with dwellings. Why should 
sometimes coercion on the part of the | +}, struggling man in these days be 
State, to put an end to the scandal, and | required to put his hand in his pocket 
to recommend the victims of the present | ;, order that the ratepayer of the future 
system to the tender mercies of the specu- might become possessed of landed pro- 
lative builder was, in his opinion, a severe perty ? He submitted that the solution 


Tg ow yohoonged io of this difficulty lay in reducing the 


. : burden on annual expenditure and not 
experionce he- had lied im these matters, increasing it. If that were done it would 
and he showed very clearly that the | be the first step towards getting rid of a 
present system was a long way from| great difficulty in the way of improving 


being perfect. That was very general | the housing of the poor. That was an 
experience, 


In Plymouth there were | ae : 
some of the most congested districts that | obstacle which it was in the power of the 


could be found in the country, and the | Local Government Board to remove. 


Corporation of Plymouth were doing and | Another obstacle that might be re- 
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moved was the expense of the inquiries as 
to how housing schemes should be carried 
out. They had to economise to the 
utmost possible point ; they had to find 
the means of providing dwellings which 
could be let at a shilling a room per week, 
and they could not afford to disburse 
such items as 1} per cent. on the capital 
outlay or hundreds of pounds in holding 
needless inquiries, which might be alto- 
gether dispensed with if there was a little 
more liberty of action, The members 
and officers of the local authorities were 
quite as capable of dealing with these 
matters as those sent to supervise them. 
Again, the housing schemes were bur- 
dened with very extravagant expense 
in respect of plans, and _ still larger 
expense by reason of regulations and 
conditions of the Local Government 
Board, which insisted that the security 
for the loans should be _ provided 
in the most expensive manner. It was 
complained that when Local Govern- 
ment Board inquiries were held in 


connection with loans for the erection | 
of dwellings the inspector did not consider 
himself bound by the local bye-laws, but 
might insist on requirements which were 


not contained in them. Could there be 
anything more inconsistent than that, 
that a community itself should not be 
permitted to erect dwellings for the 
poorest classes in its district under 
bye-laws which had been sanctioned by 
the Local Government Board. That was 
in his opinion, a great blot on the present 
system. He was told by persons seeking 


to administer the Housing Acts that ; 


these things put difficulties in their way, 
and that the practical result was a dead- 
lock. The mistake made by the Local 
Government Board was that it had ap- 
plied too hardand fastarule to this matter. 
The result was that whilst in Liverpool, 
where the corporation had a free hand, 
the problem of housing for the poorest 
members of the community had, it was 
believed, been practically solved, in the 


country at large the system put into, 


operation under the rules of the Local 
Government Board provided acecommoda- 
tion for the artisans, but failed to benefit 
those who were pent up in slums, where no 
human being should be allowed to live. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would see his way to deal with the 
matter in such a way that other towns 


Mr. Duke. 
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|could do what Liverpool had already 
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done. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 


/said he rose for the purpose of saying a 


few words mainly on the children’s 
question. His hon. friend the Member 
for Bolton had said a few moments 
ago that there was a great deal of non- 
sense talked about it on both sides of the 
House. He (Mr. Russell) did not know 
how that might be, but a great deal had 
been said which was without knowledge. 
There was a good deal of talk without 
knowledge, and in order to get informa- 
tion from the right hon. Gentleman he 
proposed to put a few questions to him. 
In the first place, he should like to know 
what progress had been made in the 
matter of breaking up the barrack 
schools. He knew that a good deal of 
progress had been made at Sutton. 
That school had been described as one of 
the worst of the barrack schools. He 
did not believe a word of that statement ; 
he believed it was one of the best. The 
only fault he had ever heard of that 
school was as to the large number 
of children which had to be crowded 
into it. Apart from that, he thought it 
was a most admirable institution, and 
undeserving of the strictures passed upon 
it. He desired to know what progress 
had been made with regard to separate 
homes in Camberwell for these children. 
They had heard over and over again 
complaints about the delay that had 
occurred in breaking up the barrack 
schools, but the Committee must re 
member that if they had to provide for 
five thousand children elsewhere they 
must first make the necessary pro- 
vision, and this necessitated a great 
deal of time. The boarding-out ques- 
tion had very properly been alluded 
to. The hon. Gentlemen who had dis- 
cussed that matter altogether forgot that 
there was only a certain class of children 
in England which could be boarded out. 
They looked at a school like Sutton, 
and other large schools in the country, 
and said, ““ Why are these children kept 
there ; why is not family life cultivated ; 
why should they not grow up among 
other children in private families!” 
He reminded hon. Members that it was 
only orphan and deserted children under 
the law who could be boarded out. He 
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asked the Committee to imagine the | 


condition of affairs which would arise if 
they boarded out some of the children 
whose parents were alive, and the parents 
went down to the foster-mother and 
took these children, as they could claim 
the right to do, under the law. As to the 
subject of loans with regard to the 
housing problem, he submitted that 
there was no sacrifice that could b2 made 
thii ought not to be made in order to 
facilitate this work, and he was sure that 
was the opinion of the Local Government 
Board, from the President downwards. 
But let them not run after a delusion. 
The only way that the point between his 
hon. friends the Members for Islington 
could be solved was for the Local Govern- 
ment Board to reduce the matter to 
figures. He had seen the figures worked 
out himself, and although he was not in 
the habit of agreeing with the hon. 
Member for North Islington—his belief 
was that he was absolutely right in his 
contention. There would be a_ great 
difference between ten and twenty years, 
but the difference when they got to forty 
—between forty and sixty, or between 
sixty and seventy—was infinitesimal, 
and would not alter the rent of a single 
working man in this country. His hon. 
friend the Member for Bolton had referred 
with something like horror to the fact 
that there were 3,000 children still in the 
workhouses and infirmaries of London. 
But how many of those children were 
infants - in - arms? When the hon. 
Gentleman spoke of London, let them 
remember that he was speaking of 
a city with a greater population than 
Scotland or Ireland, and that those 
3,000 children largely consisted of chil- 
dren-in-arms, who could not legally be 
separated, and ought not on any account 
to be separated from their parents. 


Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) did 
not agree with the view that the ex-| 
tension of the period for the repayment 
of loans from sixty to 100 years would 
not make an appreciable difference in 
rent. 

*Mr WALTER LONG called atten- | 
tion to the fact that he had no power to, 
extend the loan beyond sixty years. 
That would require an Act of Parliament. 


Mr. HAY said he only desired to show | 
that the period of repayment materially | 


{16 JuLy 1901} 


630 
affected the rent charge to the working 
man. He had particulars relating to 
buildings erected in St. Leonard’s, Shore- 
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ditch, which showed that if repayment 


were extended from sixty to 100 years 
the rent of a three-room suite would be 
reduced from 8s. 6d. to 7s. 2d. a week, 
and of a two-room suite from 6s. 6d. to 
5s. Td. That would be a very great 
boon to the working classes. He was 
of opinion that something of the same 
sort would result if land were treated in 
the same way. He sincerely hoped that 
the red tape which seemed to have 
clogged the administration of the Local 
Government Board, and perhaps the 
Treasury, in this matter, might be 
removed, and that when next year his 
right hon. friend laid his Estimates before 
the Committee the Board would have 
made a marked step in the administration 
of the present law. He hoped they 
would not be met with a rebuff ; if 


‘they were, he feared a very serious blow 


would be dealt to the question of heusing. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): Before the right hon. Gentle- 
man replies on the very discursive debate 


which has taken place, I would just like 
to say a few words with the view of 
bringing all the matters touched upon 


into focus. With regard to the question 
of the appointment of medical officer of 
health, a strong position was taken up by 
the hon. Member who sits for the Univer- 
sity of London. I can quite understand 
the hon. Member for Newington bringing 
this matter forward as one of considerable 
hardship on an individual ; but that is 
not the way in which to look at this 
question, and I think the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite was quite right in 
the interests of public health in refusing 
to sanction the appointment of a medical 
officer of health who was known to be 
unfavourable to vaccination. Vaccina- 
tion, and its enforcement to a certain 
extent, is the law of the land, and the 
principle of its enforcement is not in 
any way interfered with by the recent 
Act ; and I am bound to say that I think 
the right hon. Gentleman was quite 
right when he felt it would be a very 
dangerous experiment to appoint a 
medical officer of health who had pub- 
lished opinions which strongly opposed— 
or criticised—the efficacy of vaccination. 
But that is not a subject of general 
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interest, and I think we are satisfied | 
with the attitude of the Government 
in the matter. 

As to the housing of the people, 1, 
have a good deal of sympathy with some | 
of the views expressed by the hon.| 
Member behind me. The Local Govern-| 
ment Board can really do only a very! 
little in this direction. We want more 
drastic legislation—legislation of an almost 
revolutionary character—if anything like 
adequate housing provision is to be 
made for the poorer classes. While we 
have only comparatively meagre Acts 
of Parliament dealing with the matter, 
we can never hope for a complete reform 
of the system or of the conditions. 
Although Acts of Parliament give 
authority to municipal and other bodies 
to clear out places in which people live 
under conditions which are insanitary, 
and which make decency impossible 
and morality a miracle, yet very often 
those clearances cannot be effected 
because there is no other place to which 
the people can go. That is the great 
difticulty. You may have powers for 
pulling down rookeries in large towns, 
but until you have large powers for 
taking land and erecting other houses 
for the people you can never deal with 
the question satisfactorily. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will be a sufficiently 
good Radical while he is in power to 
try to deal with this matter on very 
radical lines,.and not in the somewhat 
tinkering fashion hitherto adopted. | 
think there might be exhibited by the 
Board a spirit of greater sympathy with 
local authorities when they are attempt- 
ing housing schemes. The difference 
between forty and sixty years must be 
measured, not in pounds, shillings, and 
pence, but in the amount of encourage- 
ment given to local authorities to try | 
to do such work. Many a local authority 
which is now deterred from taking up 
certain public improvements would be 
encouraged to do so if they felt that the 
fullest possible latitude in connection | 
with the repayment of loans would be! 
given to them by the Local Government 
Board. In all cases where money is bor- 
rowed for a purpose directly affecting the | 
health—and this question affects not only 
the health, but also the morality—of a| 
community the widest possible extension | 
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given. I would therefore urge the right 


hon. Gentleman, when applications are- 


made for loans in connection with such 
questions as housing, water supply, 
drainage, or the general health of a 
locality to consider them in a most 
liberal spirit. We all know what a 
bogey the question of rates is in a locality. 
There are thousands of villages in a 
condition which is absolutely disgraceful, 
as regards sanitation. Why is not that 
condition altered ? Because they happen 
to have grown a little faster than was 
expected, the sanitary arrangements 
are still somewhat primitive, and they 
are afraid of the amount it would put 
upon the rates if they attempted to 
cope with the evil. They therefore 
put off dealing with the matter from 
year to year, until the condition becomes 
so grossly bad that they are obliged 
by some outbreak to do what ought to 
have been done years before. If, how- 
ever, the local authority had the know- 
ledge that the Local Government Board 
was willing to give them every possible 
consideration with reference to the loan 
they would be obliged to raise, by that 
means, in -many cases, a halfpenny or 
a penny on the rates being saved, they 
would be encouraged to do their duty 
by the people who live in the locality. 

I wish to say a few words with regard 
to the schools. As the hon. Member 
opposite said, there has been a great deal 
of talking on this subject without 
knowledge. Sentiment has clouded the 
judgment of many people on this question. 
At different times there were different 
fashions. Some years ago we were all 
delighted at the building of barrack 
schools. We have learnt better since 
then, and we now want to get rid of the 
barrack schools. But that cannot be 
done in a day, or a month, or a session. 
They must be got rid of gradually, because 
there again we have the terrible question 
of the expense to the ratepayers staring 
usin the face. The right hon. Gentleman 
should encourage, as far as possible, a 
little more rapid movement in the direc- 
tion of getting rid of the system, and if 
he could devise a method by which the 
distribution of the children under favour- 
able conditions might be expedited, we 
should be glad to hear of it. It must not 
be forgotten that some of the other 


to the period for repayment should be| systems before the country also have 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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evilsinthem. The right hon. Gentleman 
is in the difficult position of having to go 
from one system, which is popularly de- 
scribed as “a great evil,” to other systems 
which to a large extent contain the ele- 
ments of evil. The system which generally 
commends itself is that of boarding out, 
but there is no system in which there 
might be greater abuses. It requires the 
most careful superintendence not only 
by the central inspectors, but by local 
friends of the children. If the children 
get into the hands of bad foster-parents 
they may be demoralised and debauched 
in every direction, and there may be 
worse evils than ever occurred in a 
barrack school. The system of boarding 
out cannot be applied suddenly, without 





efficient inspectors centrally, and in- 
structed and well-informed inspectors 
locally—and they are not easy to get. | 


Those who are most eager to do the work 
are not always the most capable. They 
have not the information and training 
necessary for good inspectors, and they 
are too apt to look at things merely on 
the surface. without enquiring into the 
way in which the children are brought up. 
As the boarding-out system is extended, 
as I hope it will be, I trust we shall have a 
more generous spirit of self-sacrifice on 
the part of citizens in rural districts, 
so that they will give up more of their 
time and attention to the careful inspec- 
tion of boarded-out children and the 
homes in which they are placed. 

But although the boarding-out system 
is an ideal one that we should like to 
extend everywhere if we could find 
suitable foster-parents and people to look 
after the children when they are placed 
out, there are other systems which have 
in them elements of good also. Of all 
systems yet devised I think the Sheffield 
plan comes next to that of boarding out. 
It does not congregate the children to- 
gether in large numbers ; it keeps them, 
as it were, members of the general com- 
munity amongst which the isolated or 
scattered homes are placed. I do not 
like the system of building little pauper 
villages, with a dozen, or fifteen, or twenty 
houses, and a single school to which all 
the pauper children go. Although that 
is better than the barrack school system, 
it has the defect that the children are 
kept apart from the general community, 
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‘take 


and they grow up with a sense of separa- 
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Our great object should be to- 
away all distinctive conditions, 
so that the children may mix with the: 


tion. 


general community, and grow up without. 


any sense of shame, but with that self-- 
respect and self-confidence which will: 
enable them to succeed in life. Some chil- 
dren brought up under the poor law, 
even under the worst conditions, do 
succeed. I know of children who have 
been brought up in workhouses, and 
who have by strength of character: 
attained eminent positions in the world. 
There is no barrier to the exceptional. 
child under any system, but it is the 
ordinary children we want to deal with. 
and provide for, and such are more 
likely to grow up into good citizens. 
if they live the ordinary life of the children 
of labourers or artizans. The system of 
scattered homes, with a good foster-parent 
in each, the children, by attending the 
board schools, having an opportunity of 
mixing with the children of the general 
population—growing up possibly with 
the same vices, but more often with the 
same virtues—is more likely to turn out 
good average citizens than any system 
which separates the children into a 
distinct class. I would therefore urge 
the right hon. Gentleman to do all he 
can to encourage not only boarding 
out, but also the system of small isolated 
or scattered homes. 

I would also refer to a subject which 
has been raised only incidentally, namely,. 
that of local inquiries. I wish the right 
hon. Gentleman would direct his atten- 
tion, if he can—even to the extent, if 
necessary, of proposing legislation—to 
the doing away of a great many Local 
Government Board inquiries by dele- 
gating them to county councils in the 
various localities. There are many things: 
which now require the intervention of 
the Local Government Board which 
might be done more expeditiously, and 
even more efficiently, by the county 
councils, because they would be done by 
people in the locality. Much of the delay 
in sanctioning schemes and premoting 
measures for the good of rural districts: 
would be got rid of, and more general 
satisfaction would be attained. The 
unpopularity of the Local Government 
Board arises largely from the enormous. 
amount of work which is thrown upon it. 
It is the Cinderella of Government. 
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Departments. Everything that cannot 
be done anywhere else seems to be heaped 
upon the Local Government Board, 


and while I say it is the Cinderella—lI | 


-do not say it of the right hon. Gentleman 
—it is also the worst dressed or worst 
-endowed Government Department ; it is 
the most ill-paid. It not only has bad 


pay, but an enormous amount of over- | 
We must, therefore, deal gently 


work. 
with the tardiness in its work, and the 
-delay in the execution of public schemes. 
But that delay could to a large extent 
be avoided by more delegation to local 
authorities. In cases where preliminary 
inquiries are held by the local authorities 
they might be regarded as final, without 
sany second inquiry being held by the 
Board. 

With regard to the sanitary aspects of 
the functions of the Local Government 
Board, I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will do all he can to persuade county 
‘councils and others to appoint medical 
officers of health. Some county councils 
have wisely taken that step, and have 
endeavoured to co-ordinate the work 
of medical officers of health all over the 
rural area. The right hon. Gentleman 
has no power to force this step on the 
-county councils, but I hope he will give 
them all the encouragement he can, not 
only in the appointment of medical 
officers, but also in the amalgamation of 
small areas which are insufticient for the 
useful exercise of health functions, and 
the creation of larger areas, so that you 
may have men giving more time to the 
sanitary dutics of the rural areas. There 
is a great scope for reform in this matter, 
which is really of the utmost importance 
in local administration, and in the bring- 
ing about of better health and better 
-conditions of labour. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said in 1888 he tried to per- 
suade the present Home Secretary, who 
was at that time President of the Local 
“Government Board, that it would be a 
great advantage to the public if medical 
officers of health had large districts, fair 
salaries, and no private practice. His 
experience since that time—and he had 
no doubt it was shared by a great many 
hon. Members who were concerned in 
Jocal administration, especially in rural 
edistricts—had strongly confirmed the 

Sir Walter Foster. 
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/opinion he then expressed. It 
eminently desirable that medical officers 


| sirable. 


_a provisional Order. 
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of health should be men of independence, 
They would be very much more efficient 
in their work if they were able, without 
fear of persons, to put right anything in- 
sanitary within their area. He had no 


doubt whatever that if this reform could 
be introduced a very great improvement 
in the public health would result, and 
any right hon. Gentleman who could 
bring it about would look back upon it 
with pleasure. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
doubt that in the abstract there is much 
to be said for the view just advanced by 
the hon. baronet, but I think that in 
putting it before the Committee he some- 
what lost sight of the fact that if the 
areas under the medical officers of health 
are to be made larger, it would be neces- 
sary to combine two or more districts, or 
the officer of one district would have an 
invasion of his sphere by the medical officer 
of another district, and that is not de- 
I can assure the hon. baronet, 
however, that anything we can possibly 
do to secure the devotion of the whole 
time of the official to his public duties 
and his adequate remuneration by the 
local authority is being done at present, 
and will always be done, whoever may 
happen to be responsible for the Depart- 
ment. 

The hon. Member for the Ilkeston 
Division has been good enough to refer 
to the position of the Local Government 
Board with some sympathy. Not only 
did he refer to our penurious condition 
and the dilapidated state of our gar- 
ments, but he also suggested that we 
had too much work to do, and that some 
of it might be delegated to the county 
councils. I think the hon. Gentleman 
has forgotten the experience of the past. 
More than one attempt has been made to 
carry out this principle of devolution. 


Like certain other subjects which have 


been discussed to day, this is a matter 
that is easily debated without a full 
appreciation of the difficulties surround- 
ing it. An attempt was made to deal 
with the matter in 1889 by the issue ot 
That Order went to 
a Committee, but it had to be withdrawn, 
because it met with universal opposition. 
In 1897 there was a Committee of in- 
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vestigation into the organisation of the 
Department. That Committee was pre- 
sided over by a very distinguished old 
Member of this House, Sir John Hibbert, 
and in their Report they referred to the 
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Provisional Order of 1889, stating that | 


the Committee had carefuliy considered 
the whole question, and had come to 
the conclusion that the opposition which 
prevented the passing of the Order 
of 1889 had in no way abated. 
[ have had some experience of the 
opposition evoked by any attempt to 


enfer on the county councils powers | 


which are now held by a Government 
Department, and although it sounds 
very well in theory, it is one of the most 
dificult, if not impossible, things to put 
into practice. I am rather inclined to 
think that the hon. Member for South 
Islington would have something to say 
on the subject if we were to attempt to 
transfer to the county councils the duty 
of doing for non-county boroughs the 
work now done by the Local Government 
Board. The hon. Gentleman has sug- 
gested that if this transference of powers 
took place there would be an acceleration 
in the discharge of some of the duties of 
the Board. I very much question 
whether there would be. I do not know 


that we deserve all the blame we get for | 


unnecessary delay. At all events, 
whether or not it would accelerate the 
business of the country, I am sure it 
would not be practicable to carry it out 
now because it would evoke to-day as 
much opposition as in 1889, if not more. 

Upon a very important subject  re- 
ferred to by two or three speakers, my 
reply may be of the briefest kind. Allu- 
sions have been made to the question of 
poor law children, and I think it will be 
convenient if I reply, first of all, to the 
direct questions of the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. I was very glad indeed 


to hear the terms in which he spoke of | 


the Sutton Schools. A great deal has 


been said here and elsewhere in reference | 


to the way in which poor law children 
should be treated, and I have listened 
with great respect to the hon. Gentleman 


who has asked that we should suspend | 


our judgment, that we should not be ina 
hurry tocondemn one particular system 
and set up another which might be im- 
perfect, and that we should endeavour 
to examine them all, realising that there 
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{are many other difficulties which have- 
| to be considered beyond those of finding: 
| the best way of training pauper children.. 
These Sutton Schools were undoubtedly- 
allowed to become overcrowded, although 
there were other reasons than that for 
the unsatisfactory state of things found. 
there. I believe myself that there 
must be difficulties whatever system. 
you adopt, be it the scattered home. 
system, or the cottage home system, or: 
the system of the village community. I 
was sorry to hear the latter called a 
pauper community. Anybody who: 
visits a village in which there are several 
of these homes will find very little that 
savours of pauperism. In the children 
there is very little of that sodden,. 
depressed appearance characteristic 
of pauperism; they are as bright as. 
any other children, they take a keen 
interest in everything going on around: 
them, they are warmly attached both 
to their foster parents and their instruc- 
tor-, and, on the whole, there are abun- 
dant signs that that method of training 
is a satisfactory one. No doubt in the: 
Sutton Schools there was a large number 
of children more than there was room 
for, and there were evils to which refer-- 
ence has been made. But what was- 
the cause? You will find these difti- 
culties either in the barrack schools or 
in the village communities, in scat- 
tered homes or in cottage homes, if 
‘there is not on the part of the 
Committee responsible for their super- 
vision the most careful and energetic: 
,exercise of their powers from week to: 
week, and even from day to day, and if,. 
in addition to that, there is not a most. 
careful and vigorous supervision by 
the Government Department whose in-- 
spectors are responsible for seeing that 
the work of these Committees is properly 
done. If you get supervision of that. 
kind, and take heed .that there is no care 
ilessness, there is a choice between « 
rariety of good systems rather than 
'a necessity for the condemnation of 
|several as bad and the selection of” 
‘one only as good. But however this- 
may be the Sutton Schools were con- 
demned, and the South Metropolitan 
| District has been dissolved. My hon.. 
friend asks what is the present position 
|of the South Metropolitan  district.. 
los is aware of the fact that an Order: 
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was issued 


deferring its dissolution 
The date 


‘on the 20th September last. 


‘of the dissolution was postponed to the | 
.25th March of this year, and the period | 


has again been extended to 29th Sep- 
tember next. My hon. friend expressed 
the hope that I should be able to say that 
that would be a final postponement. 
Knowing the history of this case himself, 
he did not suggest that it would be possi- 


ble to make that declaration to-night. | 


He knows, and the Committee will realise, 
‘that when we have issued an Order dis- 
solving the district, when we have ordered 
certain schools to be closed or disposed 
.of, or made use of for some other purpose, 
when we have done everything we can 
to secure that the guardians should take 
-every possible step to make the necessary 
provision for the children who will re- 
quire accommodation, that is everything 
that can be done and all that any pru- 
dent man would desire us to do. It is 
obvious that no greater disaster could 
happen than that these children should 
be suddenly turned out of the buildings 
without proper accommodation having 
been provided for them elsewhere. I hope 
there will be no further delay; there 
will certainly be none that can be 
avoided ; and I believe myself, not with- 
standing what has been said, that the 


guardians are as anxious as we are that | 


as rapidly as possib’'e new accommoda- 
tion should be provided for the children. 
The five unions concerned are Camber- 
well, Greenwich, 5. Olave’s, Stepney, 
and Woolwich, and the number of 
children to be provided for are respec- 
tively 700, 800, 700 to 800, 330, and 350. 
The steps taken by the guardians of 
these unions to provide for the children 
are briefly as follows :— 

Camberwell.—Thirty seattered homes pro- 
vided and oceupied by 344 children. Site and 
premises purchased for central home. 

Greenwich.—Site purchased and buildings in 
course of erection to accommodate 224 boys 
and 300 girls. Receiving home provided. 

St. Olave's.—Site purchased and plans for 
600 children generally approved, but plans not 
completed. ‘T'wo receiving homes provided. 

Stepney.—Site purchased and plans for 350 
children approved. Branch workhouse to be 
adapted as receiving home. 

Woolwirh.—Site purchased and buildings 
for 304 children in course of erecfion. Receiv- 
ing home provided. 

I think that is a satisfactory answer to 
the definite questions put to me by the 
hon. Member for South Tyrene. My 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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hon. friend and those who are interested 
in the question may rest assured ‘hat 
we shall adhere, generally speaking, to 
the principle laid down by my pre. 
decessor in regard to the numbers con- 
tained in one. building and to the general 
lines adopted by him. ‘ 

One or two statements have been made 
which are not quite correct in regard to 
the present state of things in the Metro- 
politan district. For instance, it has been 
said that, notwithstanding the declara- 
tions made by my predecessor, notwith- 
standing the fact that everybody who 
takes an interest in this question is agreed 
that it is desirable, if possible, to get the 
children out of the workhouse, there are 
in the Metropolitan district over 3,000 
children in infirmaries and workhouses, 
and the hon. Member for Bolton asked, 
if this was the case in London, what 
must it be all over the country? As 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone re- 
minded him, that total includes children 
under two years of age, of whom there 
are no less than 1,040. Surely the hon. 
Member does not suggest that children 
under two years of age.should be taken 
from the workhouse and transferred to 
the district school or some other school ! 
It isimpossible to move them. In many 
cases they cannot be taken from their 
unfortunate mothers, and it is impos- 
sible to deal with them in any other way 
than that of retaining them in the work- 
house until they are fit to be sent to some 
other home. In addition to that, it 
it must be remembered that there are the 
children known as “ ins and outs ’’—the 
most difficult class we have to deal with 
in connection with the Poor Law—and 
the remand children. It must also be 
borne inmindthat. happily, the guardians 
and managers are far more particular 
now than they used to be as to the con- 
dition of children before they are re- 
moved from the workhouses and taken 
to the district schools. The examination 
in respect of the particular diseases from 
which many of these children unfortu- 
nately suffer is stricter than it used to be. 
All this tends inevitably to the retention 
in the workhouse of a certain number 
of children, and must not be held as 
being an indication of a departure, 
on the part of either the guardians or 
the Department, from the rule laid down 
that so far as possible these children 
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should be brought up in one or other of 
those homes to which reference has been 
made, and that everything that is pos- 
sible should be done to dissociate them 
from pauperising conditions, and to help 
them to become self-supporting citizens. 


Another statement made was that an 
expenditure of £48,000 has been sanc- 
tioned in the last five years on barrack 
schools. That sum has been spent on 
eleven schools, only five of which accom- 
modate so many as 600 children, and out 
of the £48,000 only £8,000 was spent 
on those five schools. The whole of 
the remaining £40,000 was spent on 
the other six schools, of which only 
three accommodate so many as 250 
children. Although this expenditure 
has been sanctioned by the Depart- 
ment, no increase in the accommoda- 
tion has been sanctioned in any one 
case. The rules laid down have been 
strictly observed, and expenditure has 
been sanctioned only when it was made 
‘clear to the satisfaction of the Depart- 
ment that without the expenditure the 
accommodation for the children would 
not be satisfactory or sufficient. In some 
cases the opportunity has been taken to 
issue a fresh certificate, and to reduce 
the numbers for which the schools are 
certified. In this case, again, the mere 
fact of the expenditure must not be held 
to indicate that there has been anything 
done to which my hon. friend and those 


who feel strongly on this subject would 


object. 

The hon. Member for Bolton referred 
to the statistics of children boarded out. 
[ think his figures were not quite accu- 
rate. He told us there were only 5 
per cent. boarded out. He was refer- 
ring, I think, only to children boarded 
out beyond the union. If he takes 
the figures of the children boarded 
out both within and without the union, 
he will find that they represent 15 
per cent. of the pauper children. As 
compared with some of the figures he 
gave us of other countries, that may 
seem a small proportion. As to the system 
of boarding out, I agree that if you can 
secure the right kind of homes it is ver Vv 
difficult to improve upon the system. 
But I confess that I have myself very 
considerable respect for the large school 
‘system, at any rate for boys. After all, 
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what are these lads to do afterwards ? 
Must they not be so brought up that they 
may be able to make their own way in 
the world? I am not now speaking 
of what ‘ known as a barrack school 
for, say, 1,500 boys, but a good-sized 
school large enough to enable the 
managers or guardians who control it 
to equip it thoroughly with its cricket 
and football grounds, with its gymna- 
sium, and with its swimming bath, so 
that the boys may be fully developed 
both in mind and body. Such a school 
can turn out lads trained so that they 
can go into the Army, the Navy, or 
other service of the country — lads 
not only physically fit to hold their 
own in the world, but probably better 
equipped than those who have not the 
same opportunities. I confess that what 
has remained in my mind when | 
have visited these marvellously equipped 
schools is not merely so much sympathy 
for the poor lads whose misfortunes have 
brought them there, but as the thought 
of what must be the feeling of the work- 
ing man close by who, earning his living 
with great difficulty and labour, realises 
that his own boy has not the same 
advantages as the pauper boy. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. FLOWER: These pauper schools 
do not give anything like the same 
educational advantages as the board 
schools 


*Mr. WALTER LONG : Lam not quite 
sure that my hon. friend is not straining 
the case. I have done my best, and the 
Local Government Board have done 
their best to induce the Education De- 
partment to take over the inspection 
of the education of the children in the 
poor law schools, and the responsibility 
for that not being done does not rest 
with the Local Government Board. 
We are not prepared to hand 
over to the Education Department 
the supervision of the general man- 
agement, control, and maintenance 
of these pauper children. That is as 
much the work of the Local Govern- 
ment Board as the supervision of the 
in- 
firmary, but we shall be thankful if 
the Education Department will allow 
their inspectors to examine the children 
in poor law schools. I do not want to 
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argue the question of the elementary 
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‘them such an education both in mind 


education given in those school sat the | and body as will enable them to go into 


present time. 
education with the education given in 
board schools is one which 
think my hon. friend the Member 
for Bradford is clearly entitled to make. 
It is a comparison which is almost an 
impossible one. The Committee must 
remember the conditions under which 
the majority of these boys live in their 
early days. The first thing to be done 
with them is not to give them ordi- 
nary elementary education, to teach 
them how to spell, and so on, but 
to remove the hideous traces of their 
early days, which are stamped upon their 
minds, and render them very different 
indeed from the children in the ordinary 
elementary schools. This is very often a 
more difficult and a more necessary task 
even than the training of their minds in 
the elementary schools. 

[ do not ask the Committee to express 
an opinion in favour of ane scheme of 
dealing with pauper children or another. 
I do not ask them to say that one alone 
is good and the others are bad, but I do ask 
them to realise that there is a great deal 
of good in all of them so long as they 
are properly managed, that the burden 
on the rates is heavy, that the guardians 
have gone to great expense and trouble 
to provide for these children, and that 
unless it is certain that the present 
arrangements are unsatisfactory it is not 
reasonable to call upon the guardians 
suddenly to get rid of all the accom- 
modation they have provided, and to 
provide something very different at 
a moment's notice My hon. friend 
the Member for Bradford may rest 
assured that we shall do all we 
can at the Local Government Board 
Office to strengthen and extend the 
system of cottage homes, and we shall 
do all we can to stimulate the system of 
boarding out. There are many diffi- 
culties to be encountered, and very often 
the number of these children to be pro- 
vided for is very large. In some cases 
it is impossible to provide for them all in 
cottage homes. ihe Committee, how- 
ever, may rely upon it that we shall do 
our best, and shall take care to see that 
whatever be the mode adopted in which 


the children are to be educated, »very- | 


The comparison of that 


I do not! 


the world properly equipped to hold 
their own and become self-supporting. 
That is the object which we have in view, 
and I think the Committee will be- 


| satisfied with what we are doing in regard 


to this subject. 

I now turn to the motion made by 
my hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington, who has raised the question, 
of the period of loans. Two or three 
suggestions have been made in the 
course of the debate, and one is that the 
period of loans should be extended from 
sixty to a hundred years. Another 
suggestion made is that the land should 
be treated as an asset and held in per- 
petuity. These are not suggestions upon 
which I can say anything now, because I 
have no power to give effect to them 
even if I desired to do so. Those sugges- 
tions could not be carried out without 
legislation, and therefore, as I am only 
responsible for the sins which I have 
committed, and not for anything with 
which I have no power to deal, I can 


only say that they are mztters which do 


not come within the purview of my reply. 
I have to meet the charge which has 
been brought in perfectly courteous, 
plain, and unmistakable terms by the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell 
and other speakers, that the Local 
Government Board has been guilty 
of want of zeal and energy in the admini- 
stration of the Acts in respect of the 
housing of the working classes. I 
should like to correct a mistake into 
which the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell fell when he referred to 
what had been said by my right hon. 
friend the Home Secretary. He stated 
that the Home Secretary had declared 
himself in favour of the extension of the 
period for the repayment of loans from 
forty years to sixty years. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : It was reported 
in The Times when the Home Secretary 
discussed the question of the housing 
of the working classes, and the right 
hon. Gentleman then stated that it 
would be advisable to extend the period 
from sixty toa hundred years. 

*MR. 


WALTER LONG: My right 


thing that is possible will be done to give hon. friend is not here now, but he res 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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uested me to correct that statement.| most durable character. The view 
What he did say was that the extension | which the Department has always taken 
of the period to sixty years was worthy | is one which I do not see any reason to 
of consideration. The charge made is depart from. The view of the Depart- 
that the Department for which I am_ ment has always been that the period of 
responsible has not shown sufficient loans should be estimated according to 
zeal and energy in the administration | the life of the work, and that the maxi- 
of the Housing - Acts, and the hon. Gentle-| mum period must be held to apply only 
men who make that charge rely upon to that which is the most durable part of 
the period allowed for the repayment the work ; and that while the maximum 
ofloans. I will deal with the statements period may be, and often is, allowed 
made by my hon. and learned friend! for the purchase of land, the shorter 
the Member for Plymouth in a moment. | periods should be given to the different 
My hon. friend the Member for South | kinds of work according to the estimated 
Islington in his interesting speech argued life of the work. It has been said that 
that the Local Government Bvard, in our policy is shortsighted and unwise, 
daiming the right to fix the period of but most certainly it has never been our 
repayment, have usurped the powers desire by enforcing this principle to 
of the local authorities in this matter, do anything to deter local authorities 
and he says that it was intended by the from doing good work. The reasons 
Act of Parliament that the local autho-, which have actuated me have also 
rities should fix for themselves their own actuated my predecessors, and our only 
period of repayment, provided it came desire has been that local authorities 
within the statutory limit of sixty years, should realise fully their indebtedness, 
which was the maximum allowed by the and that in fixing the period of the loan 
Act. every effort should be made to take care 
that it should be repaid within a reason- 
Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: And withthe able time. The hon. Member for South 
sanction of the Local Government Board. Islington was inclined to cavil at my 
predecessor's description of himself as 
*Mr. WALTER LONG: I must admit “4 trustee for posterity.” The descrip- 
es the view ina wow onetome. The tion may provokea laugh, but, none the 
Local Government Board have for a less, that is the position of the Presi- 
long time acted in the full belief that it dent of the Local Government Board, and 
is their duty not merely to consent to from it he cannot possibly escape. Not 
the period of repayment, but to decide only that, but he is the only trustee 
what is the period to which they can that posterity has in this matter. He 
properly consent, and to do so upon very '* the only person who can act for pos- 
carefully ascertained facts, and upon terity, who can interfere between poss 
lines strictly laid down. The general | t¢Tty and the men of to-day, who 
principle upon which the Department are naturally anxious to obtain oppor- 
has acted has been, in the first place, to tunities for spending money to do 
consider the amount of the indebtedness | good work, and are anxious at the same 
ofthe local authority ; and, in the second time that the conditions should be made 
place, to consider the estimated life of the | 28 light as possible for themselves. Con- 
work upon which the money is to be sequently they are naturally a little 
expended. I do not think that in adopt- forgetful of what may happen to their 
ing this course we have shown any want SUCCESSOTS. It is said that by spending 
of zeal or energy, which is the charge | this money we are presenting the genera- 
which has been brought against us. It tion to come with a valuable asset. No 
is said that I ought to have used the doubt the generation to come will inherit 
powers of the Acts to their fullest extent the accommodation provided for the 
in order to stimulate and encourage local surplus population of to-day, but is 
authorities. I do not think that there it fair to assume that the genera- 
is anything in the Act which will justify tion to come will have no difficulties 
a oF anybody else in my position | of their own to deal with? Is the 
in granting the maximum period stated | housing of the working classes as it 
inthe Act for work which is not of the | is being carried out to-day going to settle 
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this question for all time? Are there to | 


be no similar difficulties for those who 
come after us, and are they to find 
themselves saddled with a heavy debt 
which they will have to discharge while 
they are dealing with the difficulties 
which may arise in their own time? 
I have indicated the reasons which 
have guided the Department in this 
matter, and they seem to me reasons 
which are worthy of the thoughtful 
consideration of hon. Members of this 
House. 
fully at the figures relating to the local 
indebtedness of this country, they cannot 
afford, I think, to treat them with con- 
tempt. I have before me the figures 
from the year 1874-75 to the year 1898- 
99. In the year 1874-75 the outstand- 
ing loans amounted to £92,820,000, 
and they had risen in the latter 
year to £276,229,000. That does not 
look as if want of zeal and energy on 
the part of the Local Government Board 
has deterred the local authorities from 
carrying out the works they desired to 
carry out. It shows, however, that the 
Local Government Board should not, 
without very grave consideration, and 
without proof being given that it 
is absolutely necessary in the interests of 
all classes of the community, depart from 
the conditions which they have laid 
down, and which, I believe, operate in the 
best interests of the community as a 
whole. The only change which it is 
competent for me to consider is the 


extension of the period of forty years to | 


sixty years, and | think it can be shown 
that a great deal of what has been said 
here to-day upon this point comes well 
within the criticism passed upon this 
question by the hon. Member for North 
Islington. I will give only one very 
simple instance. Take a loan of £1,000 
for forty years payable by means of a 
Sinking Fund at 3 per cent. The 
amount to be paid annually would be 
£43. Take the same sum for sixty years 
at the same rate of interest, and the 
amount repayable annually would be 
£36, or a difference only of £7. Now, 
what is the difference if you calculate 
the amount paid to the end of the period ? 
What will be the total amount of the 
money which the locality would have to 
pay for the work under these two periods ? 


If the loan is repaid in forty years that | 


Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 


If hon. Members will look care- ' 
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£1,000 will have cost £1,720, but if the 
period of the loan is extended so as to be 
repaid in sixty years it will cost £2,160; 
the difference between these sums is the 
price which the locality would have to 
pay for the present advantage of only £7 
per annum. I ask, is it worth while to 
depart from a principle which has long 
been laid down, and which, I think, has 
been in the general interests in order to 
pay so high a price for so small an 
advantage ! 

When I speak of local indebtedness, 
and urge that it is worthy of the 
attention of the House, I do not for a 
moment suggest that there is extrava- 
gance or folly on the part of local autho- 
rities. As long as the money is well 
spent I am glad that they realise their 
responsibility in regard to improving 
the conditions of life; but I think that 
those who plan great works and intend 
to incur great expenditure should do so 
with the wholesome check upon them of 
public opinion. Public opinion is likely 
to be more active if it knows that it will 
have to pay for the tune which it calls 
itself, and if it understands that public 
opinion cannot call the tune for some- 
body else to pay. I think, therefore, 
that the principle of repayment of loans 
within a reasonable period ought to be 
maintained, and that this principle is in 
the interest of sound local finance. The 
hon. Member for South Islington told us 
that the municipalities were unanimous 
upon this subject, but that certainly is 
not the result of a careful investigation 
which I have made. We have been 
accused in this matter of want of 
zeal and enterprise, but it is hardly 
realised what a _ short period has 
elapsed since the Act of last session 
amending the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act became law. It is very 
hard for an outsider who has no practical 
experience to find out where the diff- 
culties really exist. I issued a circular 
to 266 local authorities making inquiries 
as to difficulties found to exist in deal- 
ing with the housing of the working 
classes, in the hope that the replies 
might assist in the settlement of this 
important question. I have received 232 
replies, and, so far from the local authori 
ties being unanimous, only 91 recom- 
mended the extension of the period of 
the loan as desirable and necessary. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA : Were the others 
opposed to it ? 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: In forty-five 
out of these ninety-one cases they 
had never had a report made to them 
by the medical officer of health, and the 
first condition necessary for putting 
into effect Part I. of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act had never existed 
in these cases, and although they had 
never faced the problem, they recom- 
mended that the period should be 
extended. One only out of the 232 gave as 
a reason for not having done anything 
in their own area the short period of 
repryment. [ sympathise with the 
difficulties with which local authorities 


are confronted, and I will do any- 
thing which I properly and reason- 
ably can do to help them and _ to 


stimulate them, in order to show that I 
am in sympathy with the good work 
which they are doing. But, as trustee, 
Tecannot do that at the expense of other 
people who consulted, and 
who will have to pay for the extension of 
tine. I admit the justice of the com- 
plaints as to the existence of deplorable 
slums in many towns, and I admit the 
necessity for active work, but I cannot 
admit that the only remedy is the conces- 
sion of a long period for the repayment 
of loans. I think we must ask the local 
authorities to show clearly that they 
exercise the most rigid economy in 
regard to the purchase of the land, 
and in the erection of sanitary, whole- 
some houses, in which the poor can live 
at rents which they could pay. I think 
we are entitled to ask, before we are 
called upon to accede to any exten- 
sion of the period for a loan, 
that a locality shall make it clear to 
us that they have exhausted all their 
ingenuity before asking our permission 
to allow them to charge the coming 
generation for work which is largely for 
the benefit of this generation. 

My hon. friend the Member for Ply- 
mouth referred also to some depart- 
mental shortcomings, and he said that 
when a local authority had in hand a 


evnnot be 


housing scheme which satisfied the 
requirements of the local building 


bye laws the Local Government Board’s 
Inspector imposed extra conditions. I 
can assure my hon. and learned friend 
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that this is not the case. The inspector 

'has no discretion which enables him to 
impose conditions, and he has to act 
under the instructions of the Local 
Government Board. The requirements 
of the Local Government Board are that 
there should be ample open space in the 
front and in the rear of dwellings erected 
for the working classes, that the dwell- 
ings should receive a reasonable amount 
of sunshine and air, and so forth. Those 
are the kind of things which, if they 
are not provided for in the bye-laws, 
have to be insisted upon by the Local 
Government Board. I have gone into 
this matter closely with my inspectors 
and experts, and [ cannot find any justifi- 
cation for the charge that the Depart- 
ment, through its inspectors or in any 
other way, has unduly interfered with 
local authorities who have applied for 
loans. The Local Government Board 
consider it to be their duty to see that all 
these things are provided for, so that the 
buildings may be satisfactory in regard 
to reasonable durability and sanitary 
conditions, in order to protect the health 
of the people who have to live in them. 
I do not think the hon. Member will say 
that we ought to hold our hands when 
we think that it is necessary to insist 
upon these matters in the interests of 
public health. 

Tam afraid my hon. friend the Member 
for South Islington will not consider my 
reply very satisfactory, and I can only 
tell him that, in conjunction with my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, I am now 
considering the whole question of the 
housing of the working classes. I have 
not yet had the full results of the 
inquiries to which I have alluded, the 
replies being very voluminous and very 
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lengthy. Up to the present I have 
only gone into some of the smaller 


points. J am deeply impressed, and the 
Government are deeply impressed, with a 
sense of the evils arising from over- 
crowding, and we are anxious to do 
everything we can to help local authori- 
ties in their endeavours to cope with 
their difficulties. I can assure hon. 
Members that I shall only be too grateful 
to them if they will furnish me with 
reliable information as to any _ short- 
comings of my Department or any action 
which mayjappear,to,them to restrain 
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unduly the work of local authorities. I 
do not see the hon. and gallant Member 
for We:t Newington in his place. He 
has made a very serious attack upon me 
in connection with my refusal to sanction 
the appointment of Dr. Tebb as medical 
officer for Penge. I do not think that 
this question requires more than a 
passing word from me, for it has already 
been dealt with by my hon. friend the 
Member for the London University, and 
also by the hon. Member for the Ilkeston 
Division. So long as I am responsible for 
the office which I now hold no power on 
earth will induce me to sanction the 
appointment as a medical officer of 
health of a gentleman who holds the 
views of Dr. 
cination. It is impossible to imagine 
what disasters might happen in a great 
city like this, liable as we are at any 
moment to terrible forms of infectious 
disease, if our medical officers are in 
doubt as to the efficacy of the only 
method of dealing effectively with one 
particular disease. I should be entirely 
unworthy of my trust if I did not take 
action in such a matter. 
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Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) : I think the House has 
heard with great satisfaction the general 
statement which has just been made by 
the right hon. Gentleman. He is always 
frank and practical, and always firm in 
his own opinions. I think the House of 
Commons has spent a very useful after 
noon considering some very important 
social questions. IT should not have 
interposed, even for these very 
minutes, had it not been that I desire to 
express my entire satisfaction with the 


language which the right hon. Gentle- | 


main has expressed in his capacity as a 


trustee for posterity.” I wish that all 
his colleagues would act as trustees for 
posterity, because the doctrine he has 
laid down with reference to local loans 


is applicable in a still higher degree to | 


loans of another description, which are 
not limited to sixty vears, but which are 
permanent loans. I would remind the 
Committee that there is another Depart- 
ment called the Treasury, who are also 
trustees for posterity. When the right 
hon. Gentleman pointed out how it was 
a violation of his trust to allow any local 


Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 


Tebb with regard to vac- | 


few | 
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body to cast upon posterity too large a 
share of the burden, I could have wished 

i that his words were printed in letters of 

| gold and hung up in the Treasury for the 

| perusal of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
| I should like, if the right hon. Gentleman 
| will permit me, to borrow his opinions, 
| and, if possible, to imitate the language 

' he has applied to local loans, in regard to 

loans of a much larger description, where 

| we find that the amount to be paid by 

‘the present generation constitutes an 

/enormous proportion of the amount 

| borrowed. I humbly desire to approve 

and to emphasise the doctrine laid down 
iby the right hon. Gentleman as the 

‘trustee of posterity. If you are going to 

apply the maxims of prudence and un- 

'selfishness to the local communities of 

'this country, I hope that the nation at 
large may be guided by the same prin- 

‘ciples, and act with the same prudence 
and with the same regard for others 

'which the right hon. Gentleman, as the 

‘trustee for posterity, has, I think, so 
wisely expressed, and which I hope he 
will always adhere to. 


*Sirr ALBERT ROLLIT said that 
though the right hon. Gentleman had 
not by any means satisfied him, still he 
had met the case so frankly, fairly, and 
fully that he should not put the House 
to the trouble of dividing on a mere 
technica’ motion to reduce his salary. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed, 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
| Rugby) said he wished to move a redue- 
tion of the Vote in order to call attention 
| to the attitude of the right hon. Gentle. 


|man to the case of Dr. Tebb. That 
|gentleman was chosen as a_ medical 
|officer, and because he held certain 


|opinions, and for no other reason, the 
| Local Government Board had _ refused 
/to sanction his appointment. It was 
| not suggested that he would not carry 
lout the duties of the office thoroughly 
‘and satisfactorily, and therefore the 
|man was to be punished merely for 
'holding opinions to which he had con- 
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Gentleman did not suggest that he would 
have anything to do with the carrying 


out of the law with relation to vaccina- 


tion. The Vaccination Acts were not in 
the hands of the medical officer at all. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Vote be reduced by £100.”— 
(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, “ That a sum, not 
exceeding £130,169, be granted for the 
said Service.” 


*Mr. WALTER LONG said that a 
medical officer would have a great deal 
to do with vaccination if his district 
were invaded by an epidemic of malig- 
nant smallpox. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that if an 

epidemic of smallpox broke out in a 
district, the duty of enforcing the vac- 
cination law would not rest upon the 
medical ofticer, but upon the vaccination 
oticer. The right hon. Gentleman was 
punishing Dr. Tebb because he had 
written a book against vaccination. We 
seemed to be passing from the tyranny 
and despotism of the priests to the 
tyranny and despotism of the doctors, 
and he really thought that the despotism 
of the doctors was worse than that of 
the priests. He protested against the 
attempt to deal in this way with a man 
jor holding his own opinions. He 
moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£100. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had told them that he was 
one of the trustees of posterity in the 
matter of local loans. He wanted him 
to take a further step in that direction. 
The Local Government Board were 
extremely critical in the matter of local 
loans so far as those loans were confined 
to paper, and the local authorities, 
before they had power to borrow, were 
forced in nearly every case to go to the 
Local Government Board and _ obtain 
sanction for the sum which they pro- 
posed to raise. But the moment the 
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loan was sanctioned there was no check 
upon the local authority for spending 
that money in accordance with the speci- 
fications which they had presented to 
the Local Government Board. If they 
were to have interference by the Local 
Government Board, that interference 
ought to be complete. They should not 
only inquire whether the proposals of 
the local authority were reasonable, and 
whether the specification which they 
were required to put before the Board 
was sufficient, but they ought to see that 
the money borrowed by the local 
authority was really spent in carrying 
out the proposa's made. If it was right 


that the local authority should be con- 


trolled entirely by the Local Government 
Board in the question of loans, the 
local authority should be controlled in the 
spending of the loans. The right hon. 
Gentleman had pointed out that local 
indebtedness was increasing exceedingly 
fast, and had indeed assumed alarming 
proportions, but so long as the money 
was well spent it need not alarm us 
very much. If there was no guarantee 
that the locality, and to a certain extent 
the nation, got an actual return for the 
money spent, there was a _ chance 
of the money being wasted and 
a debt created for which there were 
no corresponding assets. He hoped 
that before the debate closed the 
President of the Local Government 
Board would give the Committee an 
indication whether or not he would act 
upon the suggestion now made. 


*COLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said he was anxious to draw the 
attention of the President of the Local 
Government Board to one subject with 
reference to localloans. Cases had arisen 
in which a local body had been obliged 
by the Local Government Board to build 
anew workhouse. The workhouse would 
last for several generations. It seemed 
hard that the generation which had to 
build it and incur a large loan should 
be obliged to pay for the whole of the 
debt which it had incurred, not by its 
own wish, but by the order of the Local 
Government Board. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) asked the President of the Local 
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Government Board what the views of the 
Board were in regard to the reeommenda- 
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tions which were made by a Committee | 


two years ago in connection with the pro- 


viding of cottage homes for the deserving | 


poor. Inthe year before last he, in con- 


junction with hon. Members on the other | 
side of the House, introduced a Bill which | 


had for its object the securing of some 
amelioration of the lot of the aged and 
deserving poor who now came under the 


operation of the poor law, and who had | 


nothing better to look forward to than 
a pauper’s grave. The Bill was sent toa 
Select Committee, and so impressed were 
the members of that Committee with the 
eviden:e receivedfrom experts in different 
parts of the United Kingdom, as well as of 
those who had experience abroad, that 
they made the following recommienda- 
tions— 

“1. That it is desirable so to classify the 
inmates of ‘workhouses that the aged and re- 
spectable poor shall not be forced to mix with 
those whose character or habits are bed or 
disagreeable. 

“2. That in order to make room for proper 
classification, all children, other than infants, 
be provided for outside and apart from the 
workhouse premises. 

“3. That it should be the duty of the county 
councils to provide suitable accommodation in 
separate institutions for the proper treatment 
of all pauper imbeciles and epileptics. 

“4. That the aged and deserving poor, so 
far as it is possible, should receive adequate out- 
door relief, and that when they are in the work- 
house they should constitute a special class and 
receive special treatment and privileges. 

«5. That guardians shoul: provide special 
eottage homes within the unions, or other 
suitable accommodation for married couples 
and respectable old persons whose poverty is 
not their own fault but the result of mis- 
fortune.” 


Some of the boards of guardians had 
adopted some of the recommendations, 
but some were not so progressive as 
others. He desired that the reeommenda- 
tions should be made compulsory. In 
a constituency such as he represented, 
men could not be expected with 12s. a 
week to bring up a family and save 
sufficient for their old age, and if 
old age pensions could nov be given 
the Government might at least see that 
proper recognition should be given to the 
deserving poor under the poor law system, 
and adopt the recommendations of his 
Committee. He asked whether the Local | 


Mr. J. A. Pease. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Government Board could see their way 
| tocarry out the recommendations which 
were unanimously made by the Com- 
mittee. 
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| Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
that before the last General Election a 
circular was issued to boards of guardians 
{ on the question of the better treatment of 
the deserving and aged poor, but he 
feared that it had had very little effect. 
It would, he understood. be out of order 
| to suggest legislation on the subject when 
| debating the question of Supply, but it 
could not be out of order to suggest that 
another circular should be issued by the 
Local Government Board instructing the 
boards of guardians to give adequate 
relief to aged persons outside the work- 
house. When the circular was sent out 
their minds were excited over the forth- 
coming election, and they were not tree 
to give it theattentionit required. Why 
should not the Department issue another 
circular now that the elections were over 
and when they had more time and better 
opportunity to study the question and 
apply their minds to its solution ? If the 
President of the Local Government Board 
would dothat he was sure he would doa 
great and benevolent work for the aged 
poor who were outside the workhouse. 
The Government had had one splendid 
opportunity this session of doing a great 
work to the meritorious poor. 
They might, if they had so willed, have 
induced their friends in another place 
to have passed the Out-door Relief 
(Friendly Societies) Bill, and which had 
passed this House. That Bill pro- 
vided that members of _ friendly 
societies should have relief from the 
poor law funds, irrespective of the 
relief they enjoyed from their friendly 
societies. He did not blame the Colonial 
Secretary for disappearing from the 
House when he saw the drift the discus- 
sion was taking, but if that right hon. 
Gentleman had stayed it would have been 
entertaining to have heard his views on 
this question, had he cared to assist in the 


debate. 


aden eet 
ASSISt 


Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton) said 
he felt it necessary to rise and enter his 
protest against what the Local Govern- 
ment Board had done in regard to Dr. 
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Tebb. That gentleman had been ap- 
pointed by the local authority as medical 
officer, and his appointment had not 
been confirmed by the Local Government 
Board because he had written a work 
against the efficacy of vaccination. He 
could not conceive of anything meaner 
than that. Admitting that the gentle- 
man had written a book against the 
efficacy of vaccination, that would not 
prevent him from acting honestly in the 
administration of the law. Many men 
certainly held private opinions which 
might conflict with their public duty. 
He had heard hon. Gentlemen say that 
they had voted for the Government 
Education Bill, not because they be- 
lieved in the Education Bill, but because 
it was a Government measure. Again, 
they had only to think of South Africa 
today, where there were many men 
engaged in duties which were abhorrent 
to them, but which they sternly fulfilled 
because those duties had been cast upon 
them by those in authority over them. 
He had never previously troubled the 
House with any observations, and he 
craved the indulgence of the House for 
having intervened in the debate. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG said that a 
question had been raised by the hon. 
Member for East Bristol as to the con- 
trol over the local loans. That was a 
matter which ought to be brought under 
the notice of the auditor. he hon. 
Member for the Saffron Walden Division 
had appealed to him in reference to the 
Aged Poor Circular, and so also had the 
hon. member for Leicester. He did not 
think it was necessary to issue another 
circular. He could not agree that the 
boards of guardians had neglected their 
duty in respect to the accommodation 
of the aged poor. As a matter of fact, 
the boards of guardians throughout the 
country had done their best to carry out 
the recommendations of the Circular 
issued last year. When the hon. Member 
for Saffron Walden talked so lightly of 
progressive boards of guardians, he 
ignored the fact that many of these 
boards governed very small areas, where 
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it was impossible to impose an assessment 
of even £200 or £300 without inflicting 
a heavy burden on the people, who were 
not much better off than those in the 
workhouse. The Department did all 
they could to lighten the burden and the 
grievances of the deserving poor whose 
poverty was not the result of anything 
but their misfortune. As to Dr. Tebb, 
he did not think it necessary to add 
another word to what he had already 
stated, and he would endeavour to bear 
with equanimity the condemnation of 
the hon. Member for Northampton. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said he would be glad to know whether 
the Committee presided over by the hon. 
and learned Member for Wigtownshire 
had yet reported in regard to the use of 
preservatives and colouring matters, 
and whether the Local Government 
Board would be able to deal with that 
Report in the immediate future. This 
was not only of urgent importance 
because of the excessive use of preserva- 
tives, which had become a serious matter, 
but also the Report might give the Local 
Government Board an opportunity of 
checking the misuse of colouring matter, 
and so of undoing the error, in his opinion, 
in the Food and Drugs Bill of not for- 
bidding the colouring ,of margarine to 
imitate butter. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG said"that the 
Report of that Committee had not yet 
reached him, but he had been informed 
that it would be in his hands in a few 
days, when he would take it into his 
serious consideration, and deal with it 
promptly. To any of the Committee's 
recommendations which the Department 
thought they could carry out with ad- 
vantage the hon. Member might rest 
assured the most earnest attention would 
be given. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93 


Noes, 171. (Division List No. 336.) 


> 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allen,Chas. P. (Glouc. Stroud 


Ambrose, Robert Bell, Richard 





Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 





Boland, John 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
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Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
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jurke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Done!an, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Esmunde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tip *r’yMid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, TR(T’rH’mlets,8.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.G.W. (Leeds) | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Balfour,Maj.K R(Christchurch | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
sartley, George C. T. Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Sathurst, Hon. Allen B. Fisher, Wiliam Hayes 
Beach, RtHn.SirM.H. (Bristol) | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Foster, P. S. (Warwick,S. W.) 
sigwood, James | Foster, Sir Wal. (Derby Co.) 
Blundell, Col. Henry Gardner, Ernest 
Bond, Edward | Gordon,Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
| Gore,HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Sal’p 


Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu | Gore,Hon.S.F.Ormsby ‘Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E, 


Butcher, Jolin George 

Caldwell, James Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Cautley, Henry Strother Groves, James Grimble 
Cavendish, VCW.(Derbyshire) | Hain, Edward 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) | Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Middx 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r | Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 
Chapman, Edward | Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Charrington, Spencer | Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A. E. | Heaton, John Henniker 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Helme, Norval Watson 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Henderson, Alexander 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse | Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas | Hoare, E. brodie (Hampstead 


Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | Hope,J.F. (Sheffild, Brightside 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Hoult, Joseph 
Cranborne, Viscount 


Howard,J. (Kent, Faversham) | 





Nolan,ColJohnP.(Galway,N.) | 
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Price, Robert John 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, P. (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, Hy. J. (Yorks, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel 


THE AYES— 
Mr. Corrie Grant and Dr, 
Shipman. 


Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge,Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 5. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, kKtHn Walter (Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

MW Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arth.H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
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Peel, HnWm Robert Wellesley | 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plumer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Kandles, John S. 

meee R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,’ 
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S.Forde (BethnalGreen 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
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Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
SadJer,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, —_ 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCatheart(( Irkney 
W ebb,( ‘olonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, AStanley(Yorks,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said there 
were one or two questions to which he 
desired to call attention with regard to 
this Vote. It would no doubt be objected 
that as an Irish Member he had no 
interest in English Local Government, 
but inasmuch as some of the proceedings 
of the English Local Government had 
been made precedents for imposing Acts 
on Ireland to which he and others who 
thought with him objected, he was 
interested in this matter. 
tothe Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation 
Act, there was a question to which atten- 
tion had not been called. According to 
the 


tion was £6,000, and the year after this 
Act was passed, for which the officials of 
the Local Government Board were 
responsible, the amount jumped up to 
£19,000 ; now the charge for pensions 
amounted to £74,000, and at the end of 
thirty years the English ratepayers 
would have a burden cast upon them of 
something like £320,000, of which the 
contribution of the poor law officials was 
only £47,000. Recently an attempt was 
made to place a similar burden upon 
Ireland. He complained that this burden 
had been placed upon the people of this 
country without proper information 
having been vouchsafed to them, and 
believed that if the English ratepayers 
knew that these proceedings would | 
eventually involve a charge of a quarter 
of a million they would not tolerate such 
a state of things for a moment. Poor 
law officers were generally astute men, | 








With regard | 


and made themselves useful to Members 
of Parliament, who, however anxious to 
keep down the rates, shrank from making 
so many permanent enemies in their 
constituencies. He complained that the 
Local Government Board auditors had 
taken no steps to draw attention to this 
matter. 


THe SECRETARY to tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GRAnt 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), upon 
a point of order, asked whether the hon. 
Member could discuss upon this Vote 
an Act which was not passed by the 
Local Government Board, and one which 
they did not administer. 


Local Government Report of 1896, | 
the total amount voted for superannua- | 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
pointed out that the Local Government 
Board were responsible for seeing that 
the ratepayers were not prejudicially 
affected. At present the ratepayers 
were not paying anything like their fair 
share of the pension fund, which was part 
of the salary of the poor law officials, but 
an enormous burden was continually 
increasing year by year, and it was the 
duty of the Local Government Board to 


|inform Parliament as to the condition ot 
| this fund, and they were not doing their 


duty in allowing it to go on without 
doing so. 


Mr. TULLY said the Vote included 
certain sums for the salary of certain 
officials, including the district auditors, 
and it was the duty of those auditors to 
call attention to the rates. 
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
Local Government Board could not 


control the auditors or the levy of rates, 


and the hon. Gentleman would not be in 


order in referring to those matters. 


Mr. TULLY said that that being so, he 


would not discuss the matter, but his 


point was that it was the duty of the 


President of the Local 


Government 


Board, as in the ease of vaccination, to 


refer to these matters and put the figures 


before the country. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
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Baird, John George Alexander 
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Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
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Bell, Richard 

Bigwood, James 
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Bond, Edward : 
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Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
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Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
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Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
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Denny, Colonel 
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Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir WilliamHart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 





Noes, 77. 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
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Gardner, Ernest 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
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Higginbottom, S. W. 
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Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do 
not think it is a matter that can be dis. 
cussed upon this Vote. 


Mr. TULLY: Then, Sir, I shall say 
nothing further, 
with voting against this Supply. 


but content myself 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 168; 
(Division List No. 337.) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott( Hants.) 
More, Kbt Jas. (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Sturt, Hn.Humphry Napier 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,J ohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
’ 8.) 


Barry, E. (Cork 
Bayley, Thomas 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


NOES. 


Grant, Corrie 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C.E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


(Derbyshire) 
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| Wylie, Alexander 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(RKoscommon,N- 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 





Boland, John Joyce, Michael 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhvoly, James 


Langley, Batty 


Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 


MacNeill, John 


Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Jose] 


Nolan, Joseph ( 
O’Brien, Patric 


O'Connor, Jame 
O’ Dowd, John 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £26,094, be 
granted to His Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Board of Agriculture, and to pay certain 
Grants-in-Aid.” 


*Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he was glad this Vote had 
been reached, because everyone would 
admit there were several important 
matters which had arisen since the Vote 
was granted last year. The first question 
he wanted to discuss was the fixing of the 
milk standard. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor appointed a strong 
Committee to consider whether it was 
desirable to fix a milk standard or not. 
That committee came to the conclusion 
that it was, but the conduct of the right 
hon. Gentleman had not convinced him 
that he had shown due regard for the 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 


Leamy, Edmund 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John. 


Newnes, Sir Ge 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Vipperary, N. 
's( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare: 
Rigg, Richard 

Shaw, Thomas ( Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

i Sinclair,CaptJ ohn( Forfar -hire 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Trevelyan, Chas. Philips 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Hallifax) 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.): 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel 


Gordon Swift 


yh Py 


orge 
Louth ,South) 
k(Kilkenny) 

TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 


Tully and Mr. Thomas: 
O’ Donnell. 


(Liverpool) 


conclusions to which the Committee had 
come. The majority report of the com- 
mittee recommended that the milk 
standard should be fixed at 12 per cent. 
of the total solids, but the right hon. 
Gentleman had not taken the advice of 
the Committee in this matter, and had 
practically brought the standard down 
to the lowest recommendation made 
except one, and that one was only lower 
for the months of March to June inclu- 
sive. He thought if a standard were 
fixed at all the milk standard should be 
fairly high, otherwise milk would be 
watered down. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s standard was 11°5 per cent. upon 
the total solids instead of the 12 per cent. 
recommended. He had not been able 
to gather, but hoped to do so, the advice 
which guided the right hon. Gentleman 
in fixing this standard ; but he observed, 
from the evidence given before the com- 
mittee, that all the middlemen were of 
opinion, which was not surprising, that 


the lower standard should be fixed. 
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The committee found by practical tests {samples were to be taken, and invited 


that the average milk of the country 
contained from 12°5 to 12°8 per cent. 
of solids, and therefore he could not 
understand why the right hon. Gentle- 
man had reduced the standard to 11°5. 
He pleaded in this matter for the poorer 
classes, who were defrauded by unscrupu- 
Jous dealers, who, after receiving the 
milk pure from the farmer, mixed it 
with water and separated milk. 

The first report of the Intelligence 
Division of the Board of Agriculture had 
Only just been placed in the hands of hon. 
Members. In the first place, he asked 


whether it would not be possible to receive | 


those reports earlier than six months after 


the period to which they referred had | 


elapsed. According to that report, the 
Board had endeavoured to assist the local 
authorities in the administration of the 
Food and Drugs Act. Some time ago 
it was thought to be quite sufficient if one 
sample per thousand of the population 
was taken. He desired to ask whether 
the power conferred on the Board by the 
Food and Drugs Act of 1899 had sue- 
ceeded in bringing the local authorities 
up to the mark in the way of taking 
samples of food to prevent adulteration. 
Nothing was so clear as the fact that if 
samples were frequently taken in the local 
markets fraud and adulteration were put 
down to an enormous extent. In regard 
to margarine factories there were 2,229 
rooms registered, but only 800 were 
visited by inspectors. This inspection 
was a valuable means of preventing the 
fraud of margarine being sold as butter, 
and he would like to know why 1,400 
of these factories had not been visited. 
As to the prosecutions under the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act, practically the whole 
of them had been for the sale of American 
bacon for English or Irish. But there 
were frauds other than that in connection 
with bacon. Many shops in the metro- 
polis professed to sell Devonshire or 
Welsh mutton, but, unless he was much 
mistaken, no such mutton was ever seen 
in them, and he should like to see the 
provisions of the Act put into force in 
regard to other products than bacon or 
lard. If an attempt was made to put into 
force the Act with regard to manures and 
fertilisers, it practically meant a declara- 
tion of war on the manure merchants, 
because they had to be informed that 


Mr. Lambert. 


either to attend or to send representatives, 
which naturally showed the buyer had 
a suspicion he was being detrauded, 
He suggested that the conditions might 
be so relaxed as to allow a man for his 
own information to send samples of 
manure to the district analyst at the 
same fee, without any consequences 
attaching to the seller of the manure, 
The buyer desired, without this declara- 
tion of war, to be able to find out whether 
the seller of manure was selling him 
manure of the proper standard or not. 

The most serious matter the Com- 





| mittee had to consider on this Vote was 
'that of swine fever. The disease had 
increased to an enormous extent. It was 
said in 1893 that if only there was uni- 
formity of practice swine fever would be 
suppressed. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
predecessors had taken steps to eradicate 
the disease, but it was still very flourish- 
ing. The last half-year had produced 
more outbreaks than any six months 
during the previous four years, and pro- 
bably even a longer period. The lowest 
this year for one week was 28 outbreaks, 
but on 27th April there were 152. That 
was a very serious state of affairs. It was 
not spasmodic; it was a continual 
increase. In the first twenty-six weeks 
of this year there had been 2,115 out- 
breaks, while the average for the first six 
months of the last four years was only 
about 1,400. The Board of Agriculture 
had introduced a new policy, namely, that 
of not slaughtering pigs which had come 
in contact with diseased animals. In 
connection with the 2,115 outbreaks in 
the last six months only 10,231 pigs had 
been slaughtered, but when the average 
was 1,400 outbreaks 21,237 pigs were 
slaughtered. He did not know whether 
that had anything to do with the in- 
creased prevalence of the disease, or 
whether motives of policy or economy 
had dictated the change of practice. The 
figures for the last quarter were posi 
tively appalling. There were actually 
500 more outbreaks than in the previous 
quarter, and 100 more than in the pre 
vious nine months. It was not as if a 
large amount of money had not been 
spent in the matter. The cost of em 
deavouring to suppress swine fever im 
1898-99 was £112,000; in 1899-00, 
£71,500 ; in 1900-01, about £52,000; 
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but while the expenditure had gone down | 
the number of cases unfortunately had 
considerably gone up. The right hon. 
Gentleman had stated in answer to a) 
question that he was not satisfied that the | 
local veterinary surgeons adequately | 
carried out the instructions of the Board, 
and that the magistrates did not always 
deal with cases in such a way as to dis- 
eourage the evasion of the law. But the 
same veterinary surgeons and the same | 
magistrates were in existence now as 
when the disease was much less prevalent, 
so that that was hardly a valid reason for 
the increase. He urged the right hon. 
Gentleman to endeavour to stamp out 
the disease. The existence of swine fever 
was most harrassing to men living in 
rural districts. They had to put up with 
many restrictions; they were unable 
to move their animals from one part of 
the country to another; and it was a 
very serious matter indeed to small 
holders who owned pigs and did not know 
what regulations were brought into force 

He would cite a little history of the year 
1893 to show what gentlemen they were | 
on that side of the House. In June of 
that year, when the Home Rule debate 
was in full swing, the adjournment of 
the House was moved by one of the 
(rentlemen now on the Treasury Bench, 
in order to call attention to the increas- 
ing prevalence of swine fever in many 
parts of the country, and the persistent 


Supply—Civil 


neglect of the Government to take 
measures to check it. From the Ist 


January to 20th May, 1893, there were 
only 800 outbreaks, while in the same 
period this year there were 1,565. If 
the present Opposition had been at all | 
infected with the spirit of obstruction— | 
or of that ‘‘ intelligent interest ” in swine 
fever—that animated the right hon. 
Gentleman (because he voted in the | 
division) they wou'd have moved the 
adjournment of the House several times 
over, but they had preferred to take the | 
more constitutional course of discussing | 
the matter on the Estimates. 

Other diseases also had increased. In | 
the first half of the present year there 
had been 360 cases of anthrax and 638 | 
cases of glanders, the average of the last | 
four years being 287 and 428 respec- 
tively, and there had also been twelve 
cases of foot-and-mouth disease. At the 
time when the right hon. Gentleman 


{16 JuLty 19012} 


| Chamber of Commerce. 


| this country, and prevent farmers 
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was appointed Minister for Agriculture 
it was said that he was too good for the 
position, and that some peer should have 
been brought in. But, brilliant critic 
though the right hon. Gentleman had 
been, he had not yet succeeded in carrying 
out the duties of his office even as well 
as his predecessor had done. It was to 
be hoped, however, that as the right hon. 
Gentleman gained more experience in 
his Department, he would be able to 
show to the country a much more satis- 
factory balance-sheet in regard to these 
diseases. With the object of enabling 
the right hon. Gentleman to explain his 
position, he begged to move a reduction 
of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
President of the Board of Agriculture.” 
—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick. 
W.) desired to impress upon the President 
of the Board of Agriculture the necessity 
of placing upon the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the 
standard of water in butter some persons 
having a practical knowledge of the salted 
butter industry. Resolutions in favour 
of this demand had been passed by most 
representative bodies in Ireland, in- 
cluding the Irish Dairy Association, repre- 
senting all classes of Irish butter pro- 
ducers, the South of Ireland Butter 
Merchants’ Association, and the Limerick 
He would not 
weary the Committee by reading all the 
resolutions ; he would take one as a 
sample. The resolution passed by the 


Irish Dairy Association was as follows— 


“That we, the Irish Dairy Association, 
representing all classes of Irish butter pro- 
ducers, regret the constitution of the Com- 
mittee appointed to fix the standard of water 
in butter, as some of the members have 


| already expressed their views and committed 


themselves to a standard which would practi- 


| cally abolish the manufacture of salt butter in 


making 
butter in their own homes. As the Committee 
stands there is no representative of the salted 
butter industry or even of Limerick, now the 
largest centre of the Irish butter trade. We 
respectfully request that two gentlemen should 
accordingly be appointed to represent this 
industry on the Committee.” 
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The substance of all the resolutions was 
that as at present constituted, so far as 
Irish representation was concerned, the 
Irish people had not the slightest confi- 
dence in the Committee. It was a one- 
sided tribunal, manned almost exclu- 
sively by creamery representatives. Both 
Mr. Plunkett and Mr. Anderson were 
creamery enthusiasts, the only man in 
whom the people had confidence being 
Mr. Dunne, but he had no practical 
knowledge of the Irish salted butter 
industry. Sir Charles Cameron, the 
analyst, had committed himself to a 
standard which, if adopted, would destroy 
the industry. This was not a fair or 
impartial tribunal to consider this most 
important matter, and he appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to give a full 
representation to all classes interested. 


Supply—Civil 


*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
desired to emphasise the necessity 
of paying great attention to the 
question of swine fever. His con- 


stituents had recently had a cruelly 
severe experience in the loss of a 
large number of animals, the property 
of people—many of whom were allotment 
holders—who could ill afford to 
them. There appeared to be great doubt 
in the localities as to the respective duties 
of the local authorities and the Board 
of Agriculture in the matter. When 
the matter was entirely under the juris- 
diction of the county council, the people 
knew exactly whom they had to look to. 
but now that it had been transferred 
to the Board of Agriculture they were 
under the impression that the councils 
were not only relieved of all responsi- 
bility, but deprived of all power to take 
any action whatever. The local autho- 
rities should be instructed as to their 
position. They had the belief that if 
an outbreak occurred the Board of Agri- 
culture must be called in, and that the 
Board, if satisfied that the animals were 
diseased, or in a dangerous condition, 
would direct their slaughter and com- 
pensate the owners. He __ believed, 
however, that the Board of Agri- 
culture no longer did no such thing, 
but that their present policy was not 





lose 


to slaughter and compensate, because | 


it diminished the vigilance of the people 
of the localities in looking after the 


Mr. O'Shaughnessy. 


{COMMONS} 


‘matter, but to isolate. 
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Having isolated 
the dangerous animal, they left the 
owner to make up his mind whether or 
not to keep the beast, and if he decided 
to slaughter it no compensation was 
paid. There was also much doubt as 
to who was the owner of a beast after it 
had been sent to market, but was not 
condemned as diseased or dangerous 
until the hammer had fallen. Was the 
property still in the seller or had it 
passed to the purchaser ? The auctioneer 
was between two fires, neither able to 
deliver to the purchaser and receive the 
money, nor to pay the seller whose pigs 
he had received for sale. The result 
had been most disastrous in the case to 
which he was alluding, and had resulted 
in a deadlock with large numbers of 
suspected swine isolated by order of the 
Board of Agriculture, and dying off by 
degrees while the owners had been look- 
ing in vain for any order for slaughter 
either from the Board of Agriculture or 
from the loeal authorities. The infor- 
mation would be very valuable, and 
prevent much misapprehension if the 
right hon. Gentleman would - state 
exactly what was the position with 
regard to these points. 


*Mr. CHANNING called attention to 
the present system of administering the 
Swine Fever Act and the irregularity 
of the system of inspection adopted. He 
said that the administration of the other 
Animals Diseases Acts had resulted in 
clearing the country from those diseases, 
which used to inflict incalculable 
upon agriculturists, and it was a great 
pity that the same principle had not 
been carried out in regard to swine 
fever. The Central Chamber of Agri- 
culture had addressed inquiries to all 
the county councils in England. The 
general effect of the facts disclosed by 
the replies showed that in the 
counties, where the policy of compulsory 
slaughter had been carried out, there was 
a distinct improvement in the position, 
and in some localities this policy had 
resulted in practically sweeping away 
the disease or reducing it to a 
minimum. Owing to the irregularity of 
the system of inspection and administra- 
tion of the Act, areas were left which 


loss 


‘formed centres of infection, and the 
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many temptations to fraud of various 





kinds under the compensation and | 


other procedure, already great, were 
undoubtedly increased by the irregu- 
larity with which these diseased 
animals could with impunity be trans- 
ferred from one district to another. 
The policy of isolation was unwise. In 
the opinion of many experts the result 
of a policy of isolation was to leave 
permanent sources of infection behind, 
and in this way the disease was spread. 
He had received many letters upon 
this question, and that eminent agri- 
eulturist, Mr. Thomas Duckham, 
formerly a Member of the House, had 
made to him the strongest representa- 
tions in favour of dealing with swine 
fever by the same methods of com- 
pulsory slaughter as in the case of 
pleuro-pneumonia. Mr. Duckham had 
sent the letter of a distinguished vete- 
rinary surgeon, Mr. McFadyean, in which 
it was stated— 

“There is undoubtedly an analogy between 
pleuro-pneumonia of cattle and swine fever 
in respect to the danger which attaches to every 
animal that has been at any time exposed to 
the risk of infection. Many of the apparent 
cases of recovery from swine fever are merely 
cases which have become chronic, and such 
cases are very dangerous as centres of in- 
fection.” 

Other veterinary experts had shown 
that the lesions in swine fever heal over 
temporarily, and then may open again 
and emit germs of the disease. It was a 
very serious thing that there should be 
this irregularity of administration, and 
heregrettedthat the Boardof Agriculture 


had adopted isolation instead of the, 


policy which had been attended with 
such splendid results in regard to pleuro- 
pneumonia and foot-and-mouth disease. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Presi- | 


dent of the Board of Agriculture stated 
the other day, in reply to the agri- | 
cultural deputation, that the changes | 
adopted in the policy of the Agricultural | 
Department were effecting a saving of 
some £140,000 a year. He thought that 
was a very misleading estimate of the ad- 
vantage to the country of this policy. 
Anybody who had gone about amongst | 
farmers, large and small, knew what a| 


serious thing the loss was, not only from | 
the disease, but from restrictions in re- | 
gard to the transfer and sale of animals. | 


The real loss to the agricultural | 


{16 Juty 1901} 
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interest by allowing this disease to exist 
was very much heavier than the amount 
saved to the country by this policy of 
isolation. He advised the President of 
the Board of Agriculture, if he were 
acting on the advice of one group of 
experts to go more closely into expert 
opinions from other points of view, 
and if he did, he felt sure the 
right hon. Gentleman would find that 
the balance of evidence was in favour of 
the policy recommended by the Chambers 
of Agriculture, which advocated the 
entire slaughter of the diseased animals, 
and of the animals in contact with 
them. 


Mr. 
setshire, 
factory that, 


HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
E.) said it 
after all the 
Agriculture and the local 


most unsatis- 
Board of 


authorities 


was 


had done to stamp out swine fever, 
the disease was as prevalent as it 
now was. He could not help feeling 


that the germs of the disease might be 
propagated in unhealthy styes, and 
thought it would be advisable that there 
should be some authority with the duty 
of inspecting pig-styes and requiring 
them to be kept ina healthy condition. 
In many localities this disease broke out 
several times in the same stye, and in the 
same farm buildings, and he felt sure 
that if his right hon. friend would make 
careful inquiries he would be able to find 
some better method of dealing with this 
difficulty. i 
With regard to rabies in dogs, he 
thought they ought to have some more 
information. For some years past the 
predecessor of the present President of 
the Board of Agriculture had been fiercely 
attacked from various platforms up and 
down the country on account of the 
strenuous efforts he had made to put 
down this dangerous disease, and he 
wished to know what the actual results 
of those efforts had been. He was 
informed that the result had been entirely 
satisfactory, and if that was the case, 
then they ought to give credit to the 
present President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for having stamped out 
entirely in this country a very dan- 
gerous and objectionable disease. He 
regretted that for many years past 
come 


agricultural instruction had been 
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paratively neglected in this country, 


{COMMONS} 
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With regard to these schools, many 


owing to the fact that both the Board of | | of them were now doing a considerable 


Agriculture and the Board of Education 
had duties in the matter, but they had 
never seen their way to co-operate, and 
their duties did not cover the whole 
ground. In the past it had proved 
extremely difficult for those who had 
attempted to secure in this country as 
good agricultural instruction as was pro- 
vided in every other civilised country in 
the world to strengthen the chain by 
linking up the two Departments upon this 
question. It had been suggested that 
it was quite possible to get this subject 
brought under the supervision of a single 
Department. The President of the Board 
of Agriculture had assumed full responsi- 
bility for this matter, and those who 
knew the energy which the right hon. 
Gentleman had manifested in other 
Departments felt confident that he would 
be able to carrythis undertakingthrough. 
The right hon. Gentleman had already 
promised that the Board would continue 


to supervise the useful experiments 
they had been supervising for some 


years past, and that he would do what 
he could to co-operate withthe local autho- 
rities, who were taking up this important 
subject. But that did not cover the 
whole field. In most countries where 
agriculture was an important industry 
the State conducted experimental farms. 
In this country, where there was a large 
sum of money placed at the disposal 
of the local authorities which they could 
devote to the purpose, experimental 
farming by the State was not necessary, 
but the Board Education ought to 
give guidance to the local authorities 
and to put at their disposal the services 
of first-rate experts. He urged that in 
all higher schools where instruction was 
given in agriculture there ought to be 
inspections from time to time by practice al 
men. It was also important that the 


amount of agricultural work. He 
thought, however, that those schools 
ought to be inspected not merely by 


| educational inspectors, but also by practi- 


Board should co-operate with the Board | 


of Education. There were also institu- 
tions conducted by the county councils 
where valuable experiments were carried 
out, and he thought that they ought to 
have from the Department every year 
a full survey of all those experiments, 


together with their relative bearing on | 


each other, so that the local authorities 


might co-operate with each other in order | 
/and the Board of Education should 


to cover the whole experimental field. 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 


cal men who understood agriculture, 
One of the subjects taught was called 
‘The Principles of Agriculture,” and 
certificates had been given in this subject 
without insisting upon any practical 
knowledge of agriculture. After all, 
agriculture was not an abstract science, 
but it was a practical art which required 
to be assisted by science, and which 
always ought to contain a very large 
practical element. He was convinced 
that no certificate ought to be given 
for agriculture unless the person receiving 
such certificate possessed some practical 
knowledge of agriculture. The Board 

Agriculture ought certainly to have 
some say in framing the syllabus for 
this subject and in conducting the 
examination. He thought a good deal of 
good might be done by the appointment 
of a Committee to inquire into this 
matter. Some systematic plan ought to 
be adopted for the inspection of all the 
higher institutions promoted by county 
councils and agricultural colleges, and 
the Board of “Agriculture should see 
that every class interested in agriculture 
had full opportunities of receiving good 
and beneficial education upon this sub- 
ject. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) sup- 
ported the suggestions made by the hon. 
Member for East Somerset. He said that 
anyone who knew the good work done in 
this respect in Canada, the Cape of Good 
Hope, and Cape Colony must recognise 
that good had come out of it, and i 
England they had not been so fully alive 
to the benefits which accrued from a 
practical knowledge of agriculture. In the 
United States most admirable and stimu- 
lating work had been carried on for 
years amongst the farmers and the ele- 
mentary school pupils, and this had 
stimulated amongst the people a love for 
country life in preference to town life. 
The people of Scotland had long desired 
to see something of this kind initiated. 
What part the Board of Agriculture 
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take in this work he was not prepared | to swine fever. His experience was that 
to discuss, but he did feel that a local| the magistrates recognised the necessity 
university was needed to afford higher | of inflicting some penalties, but they 
instruction for those who were likely | also recognised that the restrictions were 
to require it. In 1896 the Animals|in some cases harassing. He would 
(Diseases) Bill had the result of excluding | suggest that a possible remedy for this 
the importation of live American cattle | disease lay in the closer examination 
to these shores. Questions had been | of the premises of small pig-dealers, 
put to the right hon. Gentleman asking | which were often in a horrible condition. 
for information upon this point, and it | The chief causes of contagion were to be 
had been reported that the Canadian | found in the markets and fairs, and also 
Government had protested against the! in the custom of small pig-dealers going 
continued exclusion of Canadian cattle. | about from farm to farm selling pigs. 
The Committee would remember that one| There was some sort of inspection of 
of the grounds upon which this Bill} markets and fairs, but the premises of 
was passed was that in every succeeding | the small dealers were often in a very 
year cases of pleuro-pneumonia had | insanitary condition. He believed they 
occurred. It had been stated that the | were the centres of the great majority 
ground of the protest made by the Cana- | of the outbreaks of swine fever, and he 
dian Government was that since 1896, | suggested as a matter for consideration 
when the Act was passed, out of 800,000 | whether these small dealers should be 
cattle there had not been one case of | compelled to take out a licence, not so 
p!euro-pneumonia, He did not express | much for revenue purposes as to give 
any opinion upon that, but he asked the | the authorities a hold over them. 
right hon. Gentleman whether he could 
give them the information now which he i : 
was not able to give when the questions Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
were put to him upon this subject. He | shire, West) said he was glad that there 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman | would be an opportunity that night of 
would also tell them if he could lay | receiving from the President of the 
the papers on the Table in regard to the | Board of Agriculture a clear and full 
policy which the Government had pur- | statement on the subject of swine fever. 
sued in this matter. | It was most desirable that the views of 
the Board of Agriculture should be 
. | clearly stated on this important question. 
*Mr. TOLLEMACHE (Cheshire, Eddis- | \fany people in the scaly ripen 
bury) said he did not consider the system | that the huge sums, amounting to 
of wholesale slaughter the best way | hundreds of thousands of pounds, which 
of dealing with swine fever. The system | were expended in trying to root out this 
| 


of isolation, if properly carried out, | disease had been more or less wasted. 
might be more fair. He submitted | He could not help thinking that a great 
that where isolation was ordered by the | deal of money had been wasted, and that 
veterinary inspector, and swine fever|it was on the whole the wisest course 
subsequently broke out, the owner! to adopt the policy of isolation. He 
should be allowed to slaughter the} called attention to the excellent agricul- 
animals and get some compensation. | tural education given by the agricultural 
He knew a case where a farmer gave | department of the University College 
notice of an outbreak of swine fever,| of North Wales at Bangor. Agricul- 
and the local authority inspector gave | tural education had direct reference to 
orders for the slaughter of four or five | this question. He would be very glad 
animals, ordering isolation for the | indeed if he could persuade the President 
remainder. Disease broke out again) of the Board of Agriculture to pay an 
among the isolated animals, and the far-| early visit to this part of the world. 
mer lost them all without any compensa-| He would have the greatest pleasure 
tion, as theauthorities refused toslaughter in showing him, not only some of the 
them. It had been proposed that the| beauties of the district, but also the 
magistrates should inflict severe penalties | schools, where admirable work was being 
for breach of the regulations in regard | done through the stimulus and guidance 
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of the agricultural department of the 
college at Bangor. He asked the Com- 


mittee to bear in mind that all they re- 
ceived in the shape of grant from the 
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Board of Agriculture towards carrying | 


on that splendid work in North Wales 
was the paltry sum of £800. He hoped 
that in future the important work which 
was being done would receive more 


financial support from the authorities | 


who sat on the Front Bench opposite. 
In the unanimous Report of the Welsh 
Land Commission it was recommended 
that there should be a diffusion of intelli- 
gence useful to farmers through the 
medium of the Board of Agriculture, 
and three specific points were mentioned 
—the distribution of literature upon 
agricultural topics, the exhibition of 
weather forecasts at po t-oftices through- 
out the country, and periodical informa- 
tion as to the prices of produce. These 
were small matters that would not cost 
much, and he recommended them to the 
attention of the President of the Board 
of Agriculture. 


Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, 
N.) said that farmers should not look 
too much to the State for protection in 
regard to swine fever, for unless they 
took measures to safeguard themselves 
they would find very great difficulty 
in getting rid of the disease. The fact 
was that the farmer who was freest 
from it was the man who looked after 
himself, and when an outbreak occurred, 
got the animals isolated without waiting 
for orders from the Board of Agriculture 
inspector or the police. It rested very 


much with the farmer himself whether 
this disease could be, he would not say 
stamped out, but greatly lessened. It 


was usual to speak of the State aid 


given for instruction in agriculture as 


quite insufficient as compared with 


what was done by 


{COMMONS} 


the State in other 
countries, but those who made these 
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to be employed if the State undertook 


| the work. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
|ing) asked whether the time had not 
/come when the restrictions on the 
‘importation of Canadian cattle might 
'be removed. Grazing farmers found 
ithe greatest difficulty in getting store 
| cattle cheap. 

| 


| Tue PRESIDENT or tie BOARD or 
| AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): This is a matter settled by legisla- 

tion in 1896, and therefore the regulaticns 
| of the Board of Agriculture have nothing 
| to do with it. 


Mr. MANSFIELD then referred to 
the serious increase in swine fever, 
| He would like to speak of the appoint- 
ment of the right hon. Member for 
Preston as President of the Board of 
Agriculture. [Ministerial cries of “ Oh!”] 
Some one said “Oh!” That was just 
what was said all over the country 
when the right hon. Gentleman was 
appointed. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
| hon. Member ean discuss the salary of 
| the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
| but not his appointment. He can 
'discuss the right hon. Gentleman's 
action as President of the Board. 

| 

| Mr. MANSFIELD: I do not think 
‘there has been any action to speak of. 
'{ should be happy to refer to it if there 
'were. In my own constituency there 
| was considerable dismay when it was 
'found that a gentleman who had no 
‘connection with agriculture—{ Ministerial 
| cries of “Oh! ”’]|—was appointed President 
|of the Board. To enter my protest | 
| shall vote against the amount put down 








complaints left out of view the large 
amount of practical instructions given 
by the Royal the Bath and West of | 

England, the Highland and Agricultural, | Sim JAMES RANKIN (Hereford 
and many other societies great and small. | shire, Leominster) said the Board of 
The assistance thus given to agriculture | Agriculture might do something to 
would represent an enormous sum, | encourage fruit culture by instituting 
and it was given in the most practical |a system whereby certificates would be 
way by the very men who would have | granted to those persons who, under the 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


| for this Department. 





a ws as as ah Ge ee be ire 


st 


of 

fey 
wl 

loc 
on 

int 
Wi 
Ag 
shi 

bu 
tac 
wa 
He 
the 
Spe 
WI 
ma 
tur 
den 
arg 
abil 
fied 
par 
tior 








680 


lertook 


, Spald- 
ud not 
n the 
might 
found 
x store 


RD or 
, Pres- 
legisla- 
lations 
iothing 


red to 

fever. 
ppoint- 
ver for 
yard of 
Oh!” 
ras just 
‘country 
in was 


The 
lary of 
sulture, 
Ie can 
leman’s 


; think 
yeak of. 
if there 
y there 
it was 
had no 
nisterial 
resident 
rotest | 
it down 


[ereford- 
oard of 
hing to 
stituting 
ould be 
nder the 








ba) 
instruction given by the technical com- 
mittees, were able to show that they had 
both a theoretical and practical know- 
ledge of pruning, grafting, and other 
things of that kind. It was known 
that many of the orchards of England 
were not in the state they ought to be 
in. That was because there was a want 
of knowledge how to prune in autumn. 
If certificates were granted to qualified 
persons, farmers when engaging men 
would know that they were capable. 
Referring to the subject of swine fever, 
he pointed out that there was much 
conflict of opinion among veterinary 
surgeons as to the slaughter of swine 
suffering from fever, and he would be 
glad to know the modus operandi of 
the Board of Agriculture. ~ 
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*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.) 
said the Board of Agriculture ought to 
pay more attention to the sanitary 
conditions of pig-styes. He 
that this was a very difficult question, 
and there might be cases where the 
Board would require to spend money 
for disinfecting, but there were also 
cases where the owners of the farms 
should be called upon to put their pig- 
styes in proper condition. The insani- 
tary condition of the places where 
swine were kept was one of the reasons 
of outbreaks of swine fever. Swine 
fever was increasing by leaps and bounds, 
while the expenditure which fell upon 
local ratepayers was also increasing. The 
only real remedy was slaughter of all 


infected animals and all pigs in contact | 
The Central Chamber of | 


with them. 
Agriculture laid it down that not only 
should infected swine be slaughtered, 
but all pigs that had been in con- 
tact with them. The policy of isolation 
was not only ineffective but harassing. 
He could not help feeling that one of 
the great difficulties was that the in- 
spection was of a perfunctory kinds 
When he had the honour, as vice-chair- 


man of the Central Chamber of Agricul- | 


ture to be one of a deputation to the Presi- 


dent of the Board of Agriculture, he had | 


argued, as he did the desir- 


ability of appointing 


now, 


fied veterinary inspectors for different 
parts of the country to make investiga- 
tions in cases of swine fever—men who | 


{16 Jury 1901}; 


admitted | 


properly quali- , 
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have the confidence of the 
farmers. He said without fear of con- 
tradiction that young men who had 
failed in everything else had been in 
the past appointed inspectors, and the 
farmers of the country had no confidence 
in them, and thought it ridiculous that 
they should be sent down to make 
inspections. What was more, the in- 
spectors of the Board of Agriculture in- 
terfered with the local authorities when 
they were reducing the swine fever, and 
made orders against the wishes of the 
local authority He was not attacking 
the present President of the Board of 
Agriculture, but hewished tospecially em- 
phasise that there was a strong feeling 
that what was wanted was not lay inspec- 
tors, but qualified veterinary surgeons. 
He himself did not believe in isolation ; 
and slaughter should be carried out 
without delay. It had been said that 
isolation was much better than slaughter, 
and that it would save money ; but the 
question was not the saving of money, 
but the stamping out of disease. He 
desired as an agriculturist to repudiate 
the suggestion of his hon. friend the 
Member for Spalding that the appoint- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Preston as President of the 
Board of Agriculture was not regarded 
withfavour. Agriculturists were glad to see 
aman of such proved ability at the head 
of the Board. , Withregard tothe standard 
of milk proposed to be set up by the right 
hon. Gentleman—3 per cent. of milk 
‘fat and 8.5 per cent. of solids—the 
‘general opinion seemed to be that it 
ought to be 3 per cent. of milk fat 
and 12 per cent. of solids, while the 
Central Chamber ofAgriculture suggested 
11.75 per cent. of solids and 3 per cents 
of fat. He thought there ought to be 
a seasonal limit, and if that were 
|impossible, as the Departmental Com- 
mittee said it was, would it not be 
possible to allow county councils to 
make regulations to meet the difficulty ? 
| He hoped the Board of Agriculture would 
so frame its regulations that a farmer 
might not be subjected to the indignity 
of a prosecution for fraudulently selling 
milk which was not up to the standard, 
and the deterioration of which might 
be entirely due to seasonal causes, 
over which he had no control—it was 
his misfortune, not his fault—but should 
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be charged simply with selling milk 
which was below the standard. He 
could assure the House that farmers 
generally felt very strongly on that point. 
‘hey were agreed that there should 
be a\high standard, but at the same 
time they should not be prosecuted for 
adulteration when the low standard 
of their milk was due to seasonal accidents 
or causes over which they had no control. 
He should#like to hear whether the 
President of the Board fof {Agriculture 
proposed to deal with the recommendation 
of the Departmental Committee as to 
the identifying or ear-marking of sepa- 
rated milk by the addition of some 
suitable and innocuous substance. At 
present milk of high quality was adul- 
terated by some dishonest traders in 
their large towns who were not very 
scrupulous by the addition of separated 
milk, which it was impossible to detect 
by analysis when added in certain pro- 
portions. He did not wish to interfere 
with the sale of separated milk, but it 
ought to be sold for what it was at aj 
fair price; but people in large towns 
often bought it as pure milk. If sepa- 
rated milk were identified as suggested 
by the Committee, its mixture with milk | 
of high quality would be more easily | 
detected, and this fraud on the public | 
could be stopped and punished. 
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*Mr. HANBURY: The discussion has 
been of a very practical nature, and has | 
dealt with a great variety of topics, 
and I have nothing whatever to com- | 
plain of in regard to the criticisms 
directed against the administration of 
the Agricultural Department. The hon. | 
Member for Limerick raised the question 
of the representation of the Irish Members 
on the Butter Standard Committee, 
and Lam bound to say that his complaint 
was justifiable and I shall do my best 
to meet this objection. What happened 
in connection with the nomination of the 
Butter Standard Committee was this. | 
A Committee of ten was nominated, and | 
I thought that four would be a fair | 
number to represent the Lrish Members, | 
who are so interested in the butter trade. | 
It seems, however, that those interested | 
in the salt butter trade were not | 
adequately represented. I did not think | 
it would be right to add to the number | 
of Irish Members on the Committee, for 


Mr. Strachey. , 


{COMMONS} 
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I think that with four 


they were 


out of ten 
sufficiently represented, 
and that therefore the best way to 
meet the difficulty would be to 
place another member on the Com- 
mittee who would represent — the 
consumers or the trade in this country, 
An hon. Member on this side of the 
House asked me a question as to the 
present condition of rabies. The coura- 
geous policy of my predecessor, carried 
through in the face of great unpopu- 
larity, has been an eminent success. The 
country has been practically cleared of 
the disease. To rid this country of a 
disease so horrible, and which extends to 
human beings, is a work of which my 
predecessor may indeed be very proud. 


Then a point was raised by the hon. 


Member for South Molton on the report 
of the Intelligence Division of the 
Board as to the carrying out of the Food 
and Drugs Adulteration Act. The Act 
has only been in operation about eighteen 
months, and the local authorities have 
hardly had a fair opportunity of carrying 
it into effect ; but I am bound to say 
that there has been in too many cases, 
and especially in some of the large towns, 
a neglect of duty. I am, however, deter- 
mined that the Act shall be carried out, 
and, if I find that local authorities are 


| not doing their duty, I shall consider it 


my own duty to put in force the powers 


| given to me under the Act. 


Then I come to a very interesting 
question raised by one of the hon. 
Members for Somerset — that is the 
question of agricultural education. | 
feel that agricultural education is one 
of the subjects which has been some- 
what overlooked in the constitution of 
the Board of Agriculture. I do not 
think the staff of the Board is sufficiently 
qualified to deal with this important 


‘subject, and therefore I have come to 


the conclusion that directly opportunity 


offers I shall strengthen it. During 
the autumn I hope to take steps 


which will give me an educational adviser. 
Professor Somerville, professor of agri- 
culture at Cambridge, will, I hope, 
join the Board as one of our assistant 
secretaries before the end of the year. 
The hon. Member for Somersetshire 
said that this question of agricultural 
education should not be entangled 
with that of primary education, but 
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do not see why, where the boundary) much too high. No doubt there are a 
line between their work is not very dis-| large number of cattle in this country 
tinct, the Boards of Agriculture and) which do not pay the farmer, and that it 
Education should not act in co-operation. | would be very much to his benefit if he 
I have never understood why there got rid of a number of his cattle which 
should be this line of demarcation between | give poor milk ; but on the other hand 
Government Departments, as if they we have to deal with facts as we find 
did not both serve the same master. them. The main object of this Depart- 
Reference has been made to the educa- | mental Committee was to see, not that 
tion in agriculture which is being given, the consumer_was supplied with milk of 
at various colleges which receive grants a high quality, but that the milk was 
from the Board. I think it would be a genuine. That being so, it is at once 
great pity if those colleges ceased to be clear that it would be impossible to main- 
connected with the Board of Agriculture. | tain this high standard during the whole 
There is a good deal done there that is of the year. It was admitted even by 
outside the scope of the Education Depart- | those members of the Committee who 
ment. I think that, with the consent of were most anxious for the high standard 
the Treasury, we might go somewhat | that. at any rate during the months of 
further than we have done in regard to April, May, June, and July, it would 
these colleges. Hitherto grants have | sometimes be impossible to maintain it, 
only been given in cases where more andit must also be remembered that the 
than one county is concerned. I think | morning milk is a great deal poorer than 
this rule operates hardly against large! the evening milk, owing to the differ- 
counties, and that the system of grants! ence of time which elapses between the 
might be extended in their favour. I) milkings. I felt that as the farmers of 
agree that a good deal of money has | the country would be liable to prosecution 
been thrown at the head of county | if the milk fell below this high standard, 
councils, without any guidance as to/ it would be thoroughly unjust if I were 
how they ought to expend it ; and when |to agree to any standard which would 
they had received the money they might | expose innocent men to the risk of prose- 
object to dictation from the Board of | cution. Looking at the experience of 
Agriculture. But I do not wish to! other countries. especially Germany, I am 
dictate ; all I want to do is to co-operate not quite sure that I have not fixed the 
with them and let them feel that the | standard rather too high. The standard 
Board of Agriculture is ready to give) in Leipzig up to last year was 3 per cent. 
any service it can in co-ordinating work | of fat ; but now it has been reduced to 
and in giving information as to what 2°75 per cent. I ought to say that I 
has been done in different counties. To thoroughly agree with the hon. Member 
a certain extent the money spent by the | for South Somersetshire as to what he 
Science and Art Department upon said on the subject of separated milk. 
agricultural subjects—in our large towns Then with regard to the question of 
certainly—has been wasted. Grants were | prosecutions, our milk regulations have 
earned by people who had no connection | not yet been issued. I have put myself 
with agriculture. in communieation with the Irish Board 

As to the milk standard, I have of Agriculture with a view to the two 
been agreeably surprised to find there | Departments issuing similar regula- 
have been so few complaints. The/ tions, and that has led to delay ; but 
criticism which has been made is that | 1 hope I shall be able to issue these 
I have fixed a standard lower than that | regulations within the next fortnight, 
suggested by the Departmental Com- | and certainly a period of at least a month 
mittee. That is perfectly true. The Central | ought to elapse after they are issued 
Chamber of Agriculture also desired to | betore they come into force as law. It is 
have the standard fixed below that sug- | said that I have gone below the average 
gested by the Committee. I went into | yield, taking the country generally, in 
the subject very thoroughly, and I was | fixing the standard. That may be so, 
myself convinced that, at any rate, so| but when prosecutions are likely to occur 
far as the morning milk “was con-| it does not do to take the average. We 
cerned, the standard recommended was | have to take the case of the poorer 
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farmer and the small man who perhaps 
has only two or three cows. If we had to 
deal with large herds, then, of course, 


we could afford to fix a much higher | 


standard ; but where a poor man with 
perhaps only two or three cows is con- 
cerned it would fall very hard on him if 


the standard were so high as to render | 


him liable to prosecution. 

I pass from that to what appears to me 
to be the still more interesting subject of 
swine fever. With regard to that, | must 
say frankly to the Committee that I am 
not going to be tied by any red tape in 
this matter. Iam not going to do any- 
thing merely because it has been done by 
the Board before. I want to go into 
this matter very thoroughly indeed, be- 
cause I am satisfied that the great out- 
break of the disease during the present 
year Is a very serious fact for the farmers 
of this country, and the Board of Agri- 
culture is bound not to stand on cere- 
mony in any way whatever, but to go if 
it can to the very root of the question in 
dealing with this very serious disease. 
What is the position ? When I came to 
my present office I found that the policy 
of isolation had taken the place of the 
policy of slaughter. I adopted that 
policy, and up to the present I have seen 
no reason whatever to alter the view 
that I have constantly held, that the 
policy of isolation is, at any rate under 
the existing law, the wisest policy that 
can be adopted. Let me say that we 
have adopted this policy not merely from 
a desire for economy. In the first place, 
the expenditure is not altogether Imperial 
expenditure, and does not fall on the 
Imperial purse. The saving of £140,000 
has not been a saving to the Imperial 
purse, but to local taxation. If the 
policy of isolation does not tend to stamp 
out—I will not say stamp out, because | 
agree with my hon. friend that that is 
not likely to occur—but if it does not 
tend even to control this disease, then I 
would say at once, drop that policy. But 
is there no danger connected with the 
policy of practically wholesale slaughter?! 
1 am bound to say that the law at pre- 
sent seems to me to be in a most ridicu- 
lous state. The minimum compensation 
which by law can be offered when swine 
are slaughtered in connection with a 
swine fever outbreak is probably a larger 
price than the owner would get if the 
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animals were sold in a_ perfectly 
sound condition, in the ordinary way. 
That has, of course, the effect of en- 
couraging the spread of the disease. It 
tends to make farmers, and more especi- 
ally pig-dealers, who are most to blame 
in this matter, careless, and I do not 
know whether I will not suggest an alter- 


ation of the law next year. If one were 


able to follow the example of Canada, 
where the owner of the slaughtered 
animals only gets two-thirds of their 
value, then | think there would not be 
so much encouragement to carelessness, 
and that, under such circumstances, 
much might be said for the policy of 
slaughter. But at the present moment 
Iam quite certain, not only from the 
theoretical views I have advanced, but 
from past experience,.that the policy of 
slaughter, so far from’ limiting disease, 
has gone a long way to encouraging it. 

It will be asked, what steps am I taking! 
In the first place I am struck by the 
almost complete ignorance shown by the 
veterinary profession of this disease. In 
1895 an expert inquiry was held which 
convinced the veterinary profession that 
all the symptoms which had up to then 
been regarded as symptoms of the disease 
were not symptoms at all, and what was 
supposed to be their knowledge of the 
disease was proved to have rested ona 
false basis altogether. In a_ great 
number of cases it is practically impos 
sible for anyone to recognise _ the 
symptoms of swine fever during life. 
It is possible for an animal to go about 
for four or five months and to fatten and 
thrive, and yet to have the disease very 
heavily upon it. It is only when the 
carcase is opened that swine fever is found 
to exist. That makes it very difficult 
indeed to deal with a disease of this kind. 
There is the further fact that, while we 
have no doubt been able to stamp out 
pleuro-pneumonia, and foot-and-mouth 
disease also | am glad to say, swine tever 
is a much more difficult disease to deal 
with, not only on account of there often 
being no external symptoms to disclose 
its existence, but also owing to the fact 
that the bacillus of the disease lingers 
for a longer time outside the diseased 
animal, and to a much greater extent 
than in any of the diseases I have named. 
It does, no doubt, linger about filthy pig 
styes for weeks, and almost for months, 





















is9 


aiter 
dispo 
the 
agen 
Pigs 
greg 
filthy 
to Sf 
fore, 
requ 
styes 
and 
whic 
Ta 
profe 
this ¢ 
is eS] 
vetel 
calle 
with 
igno! 
me d 
I pr 
mere 
smal 
unde 
deale 
of tl 
ever’ 
be ré 
diag 
I thi 
shou 
douk 
rinal 
TI 
be s 
comy 
the 
Boar 
are ( 
very 
by 1 
case 
hon. 
shire 
bein, 
and. 
I ca 
kind 
frien 
and , 
that 
I, 
plair 
tors 
Men 
of 








688 


perfectly 
Ty Way. 
t of en- 
ease. It 
re especi- 
to blame 
- do not 
an alter- 
one were 
Canada, 
ightered 
of their 
1 not be 
slessness, 
astances, 
policy of 
moment 
rom. the 
ced, but 
policy of 
disease, 
aging it. 
taking! 
by the 
n by the 
ase. In 
d which 
ion that 
to then 
e disease 
hat was 
> of the 
ed ona 
a great 

impos- 
the 
ing life. 
‘oO about 
ten and 
use very 
hen the 
is found 
difficult 
iis kind. 
rhile we 
mp out 
1-mouth 
ne fever 
to deal 
re often 
disclose 
the fact 
lingers 
diseased 
> extent 
named. 
thy pig: 
months, 


[se 











539 Suuply—Cwil 
aiter the animals themselves have been 
disposed of. I feel, after all, that it is 
the pig-dealers who are the principal 
agents of the dissemination of this disease. 
Pigs collected from various farms are con- 
gregated in one spot, very often in very 
flthy circumstances, all of which tend 
to spread the disease. I propose, there- 
fore, shortly to issue an order which will 
require the cleansing of all buildings and 
styes where pigs are placed by dealers, 
and also the disinfection of the carts in 
which the animals are carried. 

Jam convinced also that the veterinary 
profession does not know so much about 
this disease as one would expect, and that 
is especially applicable to the purely local 
veterinary surgeons who are so often 
called in when disease has to be dealt 
with, I have had official cases of 
ignorance of that kind brought before 
me at the Board of Agriculture What 
I propose is no longer to trust to the 
merely local veterinary surgeon, the 
small man, who may be to a great extent 
under the influence of the farmer or pig- 
dealer. I propose to select two or three 
of the very best veterinary surgeons in 
every county, to whom these cases wil 
be referred. Then we shall have a better 
diagnosis of the disease than at present. 
Ithink also that our own veterinary staff 
should be increased, and I propose to 
double the number of travelling vete- 
rinary inspectors. 

There is, I think, a great deal to 
be said with regard to some of the 
complaints which have been made as to 
the alleged irregular action of the 
Board of Agriculture. Our instructions 
are clear and definite, but I admit that 
very often they have been misunderstood 
by the local veterinary surgeons. A 
ease has heen mentioned to-night by my 
hon. friend the Member for Hereford- 
shire, with regard to compensation not 
being paid for certain pigs slaughtered 


and found not to be subject to the disease. | 
I cannot see how any difficulty of that | 


kind could have arisen, and if my hon. 
friend will bring the matter before me 
and give me chapter and verse, I will see 
that justice is done. 

I ought to say that I think the com- 
plaints with reference to our lay inspec- 
tors are hardly justified. The hon. 


Member for South Somersetshire talked 
young gentlemen who 


of them as 
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| had failed in other occupations. I 
cannot say whether that was the case 
originally, but I will say that during 
'the term of office of my predecessor 
_and myself we have been most careful 
to see that nobody was appointed wh» 
had not a good practical experience 
of farm life, which I feel is absolutely 
essential. I do not think that these 
appointments should be given to half- 
| pay officers and people like that, who 
| have no practical training at all. In 
every case | have gone very carefully 
through the list, and I have appointed 
young men who have had _ practical 
training, and | hope the result will be 
satisfactory. Iam bound to say that that 
was the policy adopted by my _ prede- 
cessor also; and whatever may have 
happened with regard to any earlier 
appointments, at any rate, my hon. 
friend may make sure that the greatest 
possible care is now being exercised, and 
that the work is being carried out to 
the complete satisfaction of the Board. 
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There is one other step which I am 
taking. I have said that there is con- 
siderable doubt in the veterinary pro- 
fession as to the diagnosis of swine fever. 
[ am therefore having experiments made 
by means of a totally fresh scientific 


inquiry. I consulted an hon. friend 
of mine who is a_ great authority 
-on these subjects as to whether [ 
should have a committee of experts 


or whether I should put the matter 
into the hands of an institution, where 
experiments could be made on the widest 
scale, and the greatest scientific knowledge 
brought to bear on the subject. [ have 
decided on the latter, and the result will 
be that a totally fresh inquiry will now be 
made. [am afraid the experiments will 
last some months, but I hope we shall 
have as the result a much fuller know 
ledge of this disease than is available at 
the present moment. 

[ think [ have now dealt with 
‘nearly every subject raised by hon. 
Members except one—and that is with 
regard to the diffusion of intelligence, 
Anyone who knows what is done 
by the Department of Agriculture in 
America,and the good results which have 
followed from the wide publication of 
information by that Department, will 
desire something of the same kind for 
England. I hope that one of the results 
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of Professor Somerville’s appointment to | for the exhibition of forecasts at 
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post 


the Board of Agriculture will be that | offices were discontinued after a large 
some such system will be established. | amount of money had been expended, 


I think we ought not only to publish 
results of experiments and other infor- 
mation derived from work done at home, 
but that there is no earthly reason why 
we should not also benefit by the results 
of work done abroad. Of course the 
great difficulty with regard to this matter 


because they were found to be of much 
less practical use to the farmers than was 
anticipated. Now, I think I have dealt 
with the whole of the questions raised 
by the various Members of the Com- 


mittee. I can only assure hon. Members 
that I thank them for some very 
valuable suggestions. The Board of 


is getting the knowledge sutticiently | 


diffused. The man whom we really 


want to get at is the small farmer, and | 


I think he has been hitherto a little 
neglected in this matter. 
publication of information of this kind 
may do a very great deal of good. 
Although a great number of leaflets have 
been issued there is doubt whether they 
have reached those for whom they were 
intended. No doubt a great deal may 
be done through newspapers, and I pro- 
pose to make a special appeal to news- 
papers, which after all reach the small 
farmers. 


other papers, to give as much space as 
they can to information of this kind. 


I propose to appeal to news- | 


papers, especially weekly, county, and | Bs 
secure the consent of the Treasury not 


I feel that the | 


But, after all, we shall have to doa great | 


deal ourselves, by the publication of leaflets 
and otherwise. 
of Agriculture, important though it is, is 
not the kind of publication which will ulti- 
mately reach the small farmer. It is 
leaflets he principally reads, and although 
he is not a man who reads very much 


my experience is that if he does get a serap | “ 
-of the milk standard. 


of information into his house he generally 
reads it over and over again. 


houses, I believe benefit will be derived 
from it. I thoroughly agree with my 


hon. friend that we ought to do a great 
deal more than we are doing as regards 
the diffusion of information. 

With reference to the exhibition of 
weather forecasts at the various post 
offices, that was tried on a 
for two years. Several thousand fore- 
casts were exhibited during certain 
months each year, but it was found 
that they were of very little use to 
the small farmers in any particular 
locality, owing to the extensive area 


dealt with by the different forecasts. | 
‘hon. Gentleman was not brought up a 


Therefore, not on the advice of the 


If we ean | 


only get the information into the farm- | l 
| of the Committee, so that where a person 


The Journal of the Board | 


Agriculture is not tied by any _hide- 
bound rules at all; we simply want to 
cope with these various difficulties, and 
we are only too ready to listen to sugges- 
tions either from Members of this House 
or from practical farmers outside. 


HELME 


he 


Mr. NORVAL W. (Lanea- 
shire, Laneaster) said ‘that desired 
briefly to offer two suggestions to the 
right hon. Gentleman: first, that when 
considering the question of appoint- 
ments he would go a little further and 


only to provide funds for the ap- 
pointment of Dr. Somerville, but 
also of two assistants who would 


be able to visit county councils and other 
authorities, and place the knowledge 
possessed by the Department at their 
service. He thought that farmers 
throughout the country would appre- 
ciate the spirit in which the right hon. 
Gentleman had dealt with the question 
He hoped, how- 
ever, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would put in force the recommendation 


was challenged as regards the quality 
of his milk he should have the right of 
delaying the decision of the justices 


before whom the case was being heard 


Post Office, but on the advice of the. 


Board of Agriculture, the arrangements 


Mr. Hanbury. 


until a sample of milk taken direct from 
the herd might be tested, and so give 


large scale | the farmer an opportunity of having 


his defence fairly investigated. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said he was not surprised at the 
expression of regret which appeared to 
prevail in farming circles that the right 


farmer: but all who had listened to 
his speech would be interested in the 
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stress he laid on the subject of agricul- 
tural education. He was sure that, if 
the right hon. Gentleman displayed half 
the energy in his present office that he 
did in defence of the interests of the) 
Treasury, the farmers would have cause 
before long to congratulate themselves 
on the progress of agricultural education. 
He thought that the appointment of 
Professor Somerville would do an im- 
mense amount of good to agriculture. 
The work Professor Somerville had 
accomplished in Northumberland, and 
his work since, eminently qualified him 
for the position. He considered that the 
grants-in-aid for experiments were very 
small, although they had been increased | 
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by £150. An hon. Member opposite 
spoke of the desirability of sending men 
round to give instruction in pruning 
fruit trees. That, he considered, would 
effect an immense amount of good to the 
fruit-growing industry. With the ad- 
vantage of Professor Somerville’s ex- 
perience he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would turn his attention to agri- 
cultural experiments, and also to a 
scheme in connection with forestry. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 208. (Division List No. 338.) 
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Adjournment of 


Original Question again proposed. 


Objection being taken 


Proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 
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also report Progress ; 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


further provision for the Construction 


of Works in the United Kingdom and 


to further 


elsewhere for the purposes of the Royal 
Navy, and of authorising the payment, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, of such 


Sums as may be necessary for those 


NAVAL WORKS (CONSOLIDATED FUND). 
to 


Committee consider 


of making | 


purposes (King’s Recommendation signi- 
fied), this day.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 


after ['welve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 17th July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BILLS. 

Ordered, That the Chairman of Ways 
and Means be discharged from attend- 
ance on the Committees on Unopposed 
Bills on Thursday and Friday, and that 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone be appointed 


day, and Mr. Henry Hobhouse on 


Friday.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 
ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, 
agreed to. 


and 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
{Lords}. 

As amended, considered; Amend- 

Bill to be read the third 


time. 


CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; Amend- 

ments made; Bill to be read the third 

time. 


TRAMWAYS 


{17 JuLy 1901} 


Reports, &c. 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Petition of Thomas Allen, for with- 
drawal of Draft Order in Council, No. 
216 ; to lie upon the Table. 


698 


THE EDUCATION en 
SCHOOLS) BILL 
Petition from Reading, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; 


from Worksop ; 
and Nottingham ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Petitions against ; 


from Harwich ; 
and Yarmouth ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 


PROSECUTIONS (FISHERY LAWS) 
(IRELAND). 

Return [presented 15th July] to be 
printed. |No. 266.] 

IMPERIAL INSTITUTE 
SECTION). 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
the Imperial Institute (Indian Section) 


(INDIAN 


for the year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 





HARPENDEN DISTRICT,GAS BILL 
{Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


| 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 
{Lords}. 


As amended, considered ; 


ments made ; 


§f. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL | 


[Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. 


———— 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 


BILL. 
Petition from Withington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. XCVII, [Fount SErRIEs. | 





Amend- | 31st December, 
Bill to be read the third | 


. | 
time, | 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 
Accounts presented, showing the Inte- 


to be read | rest accrued in respect of the Securities 


| standing in the names of the Commis- 


| sioners for the Reduction of the National 


| Debt to the credit of the Post Office 
Savings Banks Fund for the year ended 
1900, and of the Fund 
‘for the Banks for Savings and the Fund 
for Friendly Societies for the year ended 
20th November, 1900 [by Act]; to®lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [ No. 
| 267.] 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
missioners for the period from 1st April, 
1900, to 31st March, 1901 [by Command] 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (CONCENTRATION 
8). 


Copy presented, of Return of numbers 
of persons in the Concentration Camps 


2C 
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in South Africa, June, 1901 [by Com- | this state of things—to dangers which are 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. certain. They prefer to live in a fool's | 
| paradise upon those matters for which | 
they and those who come after them will | 
conga : have to pay a heavy penalty. I think | 
Order for Third Reading read. |it was in his Budget speech of last year | 


A verbal amendment made (inserting | that the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 





| 
FINANCE BILL. | 


| referred to what was the attitude of the 
; | public mind on this matter. He said— 
Motion made, and Question pro-| 


the word ‘‘as’’). 


“This is war expenditure ; you will get it all 


posed, “ That the Bill be now read the | out of the Transvaal some day. Never mind | 


third time.” | the future. Borrow it all now.” 


| That was a very accurate description, | 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- | think, of the general state of the public | 


mouthshire, W.) : I wish that the finances | mind on the subject of expenditure. 
of this country required amendment | But the most alarming feature, to my 
only in respect of the word “ as ”; because | mind, in the finances of this country is 
the financial situation will be admitted | that. according as the passion for ex: 
by everybody, and by no one more than | penditure grows, the passion for not pay- 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, to be of | ing for it grows too. The Chancellor of 
the gravest character. We have had a) the Exchequer gave us an interesting 
considerable amount of debate on the) account of what in former days our an- 
Finance Bill of this year, and I am not) cestors were prepared to do. They, too, 
going to trouble the House with figures | had a great war, a war which may be 
which are familiar to the House. But) called a war against the world—a war 
there is one figure which may suffice for against the supremacy of the Napoleonic 
the purpose—for my purpose, at least—| régime in Europe. How did_ their 
of making the country aware, if it is not | standard compare with ours? — They 
already aware, of what the position is. | raised £391,000,000 during seventeen 
In his Budget speech of this year the} years—that is, an average of £23,000,000 
Chancellor of the Exchequer stated that | 4 year over that period raised towards the 
the total amount provided by the State | expenditure of that war, and that at a 
last year came to the enormous sum of | time 
£198,246,000. We may call that roundly | « when the country was poor, when the popula- 
a Budget of £200,000,000. The country | tion was small. and when they were willing 
is, I believe, familiar with the figures. [| cheerfully to pay 2s. in the £1 income tax for 
only wish that familiarity did not breed | thirteen years of the war besides indirect taxa 
. . ; | tion of the heaviest kind upon every conceiv- 
contempt. If anybody considers the | apie article, including the necessaries of life, 
figures in relation to the present and the! because they were brave enough to save the 
future, they must have a sobering effect | country from financial ruin.” 
on the subject of expenditure. The) What do we raise for the purposes of this 
Chancellor of the Exchequer also told us} war? Last year by additional taxation 
in another important statement that in | £12,000,000. When the war is over 
the last five years, entirely irrespective | that will be necessary in consequence of 
of the war, the growth of expenditure | the growth of expenditure in peace. 
had been £28,000,000, and the growth | Therefore, so far as that taxation is con- 
of revenue £16,000,000. Anybody who | cerned, it has gone as far as it was to be 
knows anything of finance or of business | regarded as war expenditure. We are 
must be aware that expenditure of that | raising this year £11,000,000—that is to 
character, as compared with income, | say, if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
either means an intolerable increase of | gets the whole money from the coal tax, 
taxation or else financial insolvency. I | it is not one half, of what this country was 
do not think that even the Chancellor of | willing to raise in the days when the 
the Exchequer offers us much expecta- | population was not one half, when the 
tion that the growth of expenditure, | people were poor, and when they had 
apart from the war, is likely to be less in| not the abounding resources we now 
the future than it has been in the past.| possess. That is the measure of the 
People deliberately close their eyes to| public courage, for I have no doubt the 
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Bill. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer has gone as | advantage of reading it at length his 
far as the public spirit of this country will | encouragement will not be increased. I 


allow him. He dared not go to one half 
the extent which a century ago the coun- 


| 


am treating this question quite apart 
from the question of the war. I am 


try, with its weaker resources, was willing | treating this as a statement by the Chan- 


to do. 


Oh, yes, we are willing to fight. | 


The fighting courage of our people is un- | 


doubted. But what of their financial 
What has become of the dis- 


may bear our fair share of the burden 
and not overburden posterity ? 


It was | 


pointed out what we have been willing | 


topay, but what have we borrowed ? We 
borrowed £67,000,000 last year, and we 


are to borrow £60,000,000 this year— | 


making together £127,000,000. Inci- 
dentally, [ would ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer—he has not yet told us— 
what he estimates his loss on the coal 
duty at, and how he is going to meet it 7 
Are we to have a Budget with an estimate 
of deficiency ? Is there to be a loan? 
Are you going to borrow? That will be 
anovel feature of finance which I hope 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
introduce. What then is the feature 
of the present state of finance—what I 
should call the financial morality of this 
country ? It appears to be this—let us 
pay as little as possible ; and, if we are to 
pay, then what we are to pay let us throw 
on the classes who are least able to bear 
it. Those were not the sentiments which 
our forefathers acted upon. They had a 
2s, income tax, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man tells us they paid it cheerfully. 


cellor of the Exchequer of the financial 
condition of the Transvaal and the 
Orange Free State when peace is estab- 
lished. For that purpose Sir David 
Barbour presented a schedule of credit 


expenditure. He has put down the 
normal expenditure at £2,600,000, as 
against the estimated expenditure of the 
late Government of the Transvaal of 
£4,000,000. To this he adds the interest» 
on the loan of £5,000,000 of £25,000, 
and a charge for 6,000 constabulary of 
£1,500,000. That is a total expenditure 
of £4,332,000, or, in round numbers, 


£400,000 more than that of President 


We are told that the war is just about | 


We have been told that any 
day for the last ten months. They talk 
of peace when there is no peace. But I 
vill assume—it is a strong assumption— 
that His Majesty’s Government are 
wrrect in their anticipations of what is 
going to happen, and I will assume there- 
lore that peace is restored. What will be 
the position of the British taxpayer when 
peace is restored ? Now, that in large 
degree will depend on the charges to 

vhich the country will be exposed in 

respect of the administration in South | 
Africa. The right hon. Gentleman con- | 
iluded his Budget speech by a commen- 
tary on Sir David Barbour’s Report. 

He had not at that time the advantage 

of having seen the Report in eztenso, 

and he said it was not very encouraging. | 


to be over. 


Kruger. Against that Sir David Bar- 
bour sets a revenue of £3,340,000, 
increased by several forms to £3,460,000, 
which leaves him with an estimated 
deficit of £865,000. Against this deficit 
he proposes to raise from the gold mines 
£550,000, which, it will be observed, 
leaves him still, on his own showing, 
with a deficit of £300,000 ; and he states 
in his Report that that deficit must be 
expected for several years after the peace. 
Indeed, he calculates that this loan of 
£5,000,000 is to be a loan partly for 
covering this debt. 


Upon that financial statement I have 
several observations to make. In the 
first place, he proposes to diminish the 
Custom duties, because he says they 
were in favour of the rural as against 
the mine-owning population. There- 
fore there is to be an advantage taken 
from the rural population, whoever they 
are, and given tothe mine-owners. But 
I observe that in 1896 the Customs 
yielded £1,355,000, and in 1898, just 
before the war, only £1,000,000, showing 
a falling off of 25 per cent. Then Sir 
David Barbour makes reductions in 
the expenditure as compared with 
the expenditure of President Kruger. 
One of these reductions struck me as 
very remarkable. We are told that 
British administration is the greatest 


_civilising influence, and that it is to bring 


all its blessings to the Transvaal, where 
they were so long wanted. But I find 


Tam afraid that since he has had the | that one of the principal reductions in the 


2C2 
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prospective British administration in the | purposes, and if more money is required } 
‘Transvaal is a reduction upon education | who is to pay it? Sir David Barbour! 
from the sum estimated by President | says the Transvaal cannot do it. Why, | 
Kruger, which was £267,000; and I | of course, if more is wanted, it must come 


suppose it is by the advice of the Com-| out of the pockets of the British tax. hi 
Fvhic 


Tihe 


mittee of Council on Education in this | payers. Then I come tothe constabulary, 
country that Sir David Barbour has} We all know that is to be a mounted 


reduced the sum to £200,000. That is| force which is to secure protection for! 


what the British settler, with a liberal | life and property to the settlers all over! 
Pies 1 


administration, is to do for education in| the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
the Transvaal. The amount is reduced | State. Only 6,000 of this constabulary 


by £67,000, or 25 per cent. upon Presi-| are to be paid for by the Transvaai, | 
dent Kruger’s estimate. It is the same | Apparently 4,000 are to be incorporated | 


with regard to other items. There is,|in the British Army, and we shall have 
for instance, the item for local police | to pay forthem. Out of the £2,000,000 
apart from the constabulary. One great iw hich is allotted to them the Transvaal 
complaint was that the place was not | has to pay £1,500,000 and we have to pay 
properly policed. Yet I see that the} £500,000. But do you really think 
expenditure on local police in this country | that you are going to keep the peace ina 
which is as large as France and Spain| country as large as France and Spain 
together, is to be reduced from £352,000 | together, and in the midst of a hostile 
a year to £250,000. Then with regard | and embittered population, with 6,000 
to railways, which are wanted for the | mounted constabulary 2? Why, to keep 
development of the country, the estimate | the peace in London we have to supply 
of the late Transvaal Government ,of| 14,000 men. In Ireland the con- 
£359,000, is reduced to £25,000. I call | stabulary are nearly 10,000. 

that a shabby policy to apply to the | 

development of the colonies which we| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Thirteen 
have acquired in South Africa. Besides | thousand. 

these reductions, I observe that by far | 

the greatest items of future expenditure | | Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I refer 
are put absurdly low or are entirely | to the rural constabulary, which, I am 
omitted from the calculations of Sir| told, number 10,000 men. Do you 
David Barbour. One of the items of| really suppose you can plant British 
expenditure is the interest on the loan| settlers in this immense and _ hostile 
of £5,000,000. What is that going to| country and keep the peace with 6,000 
cover ! It is going to cover the damage | men? What distance will each constable 
done in Cape Colony and the Transvaal, | be from the other? How will he be 
and, as I understand, inthe Orange Free} within call in that vast territory! 
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State. Does Sir David Barbour really | Why, the thing is absurd on the face of 
suppose that £5,000,000 is going torepair|it. I venture to say that to allow 
the damage which has been done in Cape | 20,000 men as a police force capable o 
Colony ? He made his estimate three | covering that great country would bea 
months ago. How many millions of | very moderate estimate. I notice that 
damage have been done since? To say|the Secretary for the Colonies smiles. 
that £5,000,000 is to cover all the mischief | But I speak on the information of a great 
which has been done in the two years of | many persons who, I venture to si 
this unhappy war—the throwing of the | with all respect, have a more intimate 
land out of cultivation, the destruction| knowledge of the country than the 
of the whole live stock of the country— | right hon. Gentleman possesses. I repeal 
seems to me to be a proposal that is| that the thing is absurd. If you havea 
hardly reasonable, and one which, if it | constabulary force of 20,000 men, that 
did not come from so distinguished a | will cost £4,000,000, and as the estimate 
source, I should have called absurd.|of Sir David Barbour only provide 
Besides that, it is to cover other miscel- | £1,500,000 for the purpose from the 
laneous charges, and it is to cover the Transvaal, you will have left £2,500,000, 
debt. I venture to say that £5,000,000 | which must be found by the British 
is a ridiculous sum to allow for such| taxpayer. But there is another item 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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shich Sir David Barbour has neglected. 
Phat is the army of occupation. He 
drikes out the estimate of £319,000 for 
President Kruger’s army, and he puts 
nothing in its place for the British Army 
vhich is to occupy the Transvaal and 
Fihe Orange River Colony. 

} | was conversing the other day with 






Fis in this country, and I said to him, 
“You will have to have a considerable 
amy of occupation in South Africa.” 
“Oh, not so large as you suppose,” he 
Fauid. “ Well,” I said, ‘30,000 men?” 
“Oh, yes; more than that, of course,” 
aid he. I should like to know whether 
the Government have formed an estimate 
a the probable cost of the military 
cupation of these territories. I should 
be greatly surprised if the Secretary for 
War were to pledge his opinion that 
when peace is restored there will be less 
than an army of 30,000 left in South 
diriea. Of course, if you are going to 
have 30,000 men there you must enlist 
30,000 men more to fill up your ordinary 
nilitary establishment, and I am afraid 
the difficulties of recruiting will be 
largely increased. But I am now only 
onthe question of expenditure. 
will, 1 think, put the expenditure on that 
army of occupation at less than £3,000,000 
ayear, and probably that is putting it 
too low. If you require a great deal 
more money for the constabulary, if 
you have to get £3,000,000 more for 
the army of occupation, I would ask 
you what the addition to the taxation 
this country is going to be?) Among 





he face of 
to allow 
‘apable of 
ould bea 
tice that 
ps smiles. 
of a great 
e to say 
intimate 
than the 

I repeat 
ou have a 
men, that 
> estimate 
provides 
from the 
500,000, 
e British 
her item 





the undisputed additions to it will be 
the interest upon £127,000,000 of debt. 
[do not think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has given us the exact figure 
of that interest, but as the debt now 
stands it cannot be less than £3,000,000. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol, W.) : Rather more. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Very 
well, rather more than £3,000,000, 
The amount of the contributions to 
these colonies which I have mentioned 
comes to £8,000,000 or £9,000,000 


ilready. Where is it to come from if 
hot from the British taxpayer? There 
are other things which have not been 
looked at, or even glanced at, in the 
Report of Sir David Barbour. 


You have 
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me of the most eminent military authori- | 


Nobody | 
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a number of prisoners of war. They are 
to be returned. Where are they to be 
returned to? In what condition will 
they find their ancient homes and 
farms? They are your subjects. When 
war is over prisoners of war are regarded 
as men guilty of no offence. They are 
your subjects, and you must place them 
in a position where they can live as 
British subjects ought to live. Who is 
going to pay the cost of that ? What will 
be the cost of it? I do not know what 
the number of prisoners now is, but [| 
suppose it is about 40,000 or 50,000. 
Where is the cost of all this to come 
from? Not out of any money you can 
raise in the Transvaal, according to 
Sir David Barbour. But there is another 
point. Jl am not going to enter into the 
vexed controversy of the intrenched 
camps, but you have in them 60,000 or 
70,000 persons, women and children, 
and even some men. What are you 
going to do with them when the war is 
over and peace is restored? You will 
either have to send them home or to 
sustain them yourselves. You cannot 
pull down the wire fences and turn 
them out on the veldt. That I am sure 
is an idea which has never entered the 
mind of the Government. You will 
have these 60,000 or 70,000 paupers on 
your hands, to whom you must give 
either indoor or outdoor relief. All 
these things have been kept back from 
the knowledge of the taxpayers ot 
England, and they are things that ought 
to be known and dealt with. Against all 
these charges what is it that Sir David 


Barbour places? Half a million 
of money to be contributed by the 
gold mines. That is the _ set-off to 


all these charges. I was extremely glad 
to hear, at all events, that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer does not assent to Sir 
David Barbour’s estimate on this matter. 
Sir David Barbour proposes to give by 
British rule every kind of most valuable 
advantage to the gold-mining interest, 
and to allow them to keep those advan- 
tages, and only to contribute in the form 
of a gold tax half a million of money. 
A more monstrous proposition I never 
heard. We know very well the exulta- 
tion of the gold mine-owners at the 
beginning of the war. One of them, 
a most accomplished expert, came for- 
ward to rejoice his shareholders by 
saying that British rule and the conquest 
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of the Transvaal and the Rand would be | of that kind ; 





Bill. 708 


but let us see what it 


worth £4,000,000 additional profit to | comes to. 


the mine-owners. As the war went on 


the demand for a contribution by the| been said that a surplus of so much as | 
£250,000 a year cannot be expected in the | 


mine-owners became a rather incon- 
venient calculation, and he corrected 


his estimate, and put it down at one-half | 


or £2,000,000. But if they are to gain 
£2,000,000, why are we only to have 
half a million from them ? 
dynamite concession alone. That was 
put at upwards of £600,000. That 
was one of the abuses of which they 
complained, and it is to be abolished. 
Why are they to pocket that £600,000 ? 
Then they are to have the advantages 
given to them in the carriage on the 
railways, and they are to have the custom 
altered in their favour. Out of all these 
you very soon make up the £2,000,000 
which it is said they are going to gain 
out of this war, and I do not understand 
why, as the hon. Member for Cumber- 
land said the other day, as we walk 
down Park Lane we should consider 
that the British taxpayer should be 
called upon to bear all this burden for 
the advantage of those who made a 
sufficient profit before the war began. 
Therefore I have no doubt when the 
time comes the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will very materially alter the 
claim proposed to be made on the gold- 
mining interest. Even taken at their 
own estimate, their contribution should 
be four times what Sir David Barbour 
proposed to charge them with. I have 
said this on Sir David Barbour’s balance- 
sheet for the Transvaal. What about 
the Orange River Colony? I will dispose 
of that in one sentence. He says that 
is past praying for, and out of that you 
will get nothing at all. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham,W.): He said nothing of the 
kind. He said it could not immediately 
contribute to the cost of the war. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman I have 
read the Report. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right 
hon. Gentleman does not know all. 


| 


Take the! 


“Tt will be obvious from what has just 


Orange River Colony in the years immediately 


following the war, and that the surplus is | 


not likely for a considerable period to exceed 
£150,000. Nor does the calculation I have just 


made provide for the cost of the South African | 


Constabulary who may be employed in this 
colony.” 
Then he goes on— 

“If we assume that the cost of 2,000 of the 
South African Constabulary is chargeable 
against the Orange River Colony, the amount 
payable by it will be £500,000 yearly, the cost 
per annum of each man being taken at £250, 


If the cost of only 1,200 of the constabulary ig | 


charged against the colony, the total amount 
payable. will be £300,000. As the surplus of 
ordinary revenue over ordinary expenditure is 
unlikely to exceed £150,0U0 and only a deficit, 
or a small surplus, can be expected for some 
two or three years, the Orange River Colony 
will for some time be unable to meet the 
cost of ordinary administration plus its share 
of the expenditure on the South African Con- 
stabulary.” 

I do not say whether Sir David Barbour 
is right or wrong. ‘This is what he said; 
and when I have quoted the substance of 
it, why am I to be contradicted and com- 
pelled to lengthen my speech by reading 
the whole paragraph ! 

“The Orange River Colony will be for 

some time unable to meet the cost of the 
ordinary administration plus its share of the 
expenditure on the South African Constabulary, 
and it appears impossible to charge against it, 
either immediately or at a future time, any 
sum, however small, as its contribution 
towards the cost of the war.” 
I do not see what advantage the Colonial 
Secretary has gained by compelling me 
to read these words. If he thinks they 
contradict what I said I do not agree 
with him. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will 
deal with them later. 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 


there is the question of special assets. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will not 
compel me to read all that is said about 
them, because it would take a very long 
time. I will state generally the impres- 
sions produced on my mind by the Report. 
Sir David Barbour puts these assets 


/down under four heads—Government 


| securities, which are a very uncertain 


Smrm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do. 


not care to deal with a flat contradiction | 
Sir William Harcourt. 


asset. Some have placed it very high 
and some have placed it very low, but 





709 
Sir 
pla 
lan 
val 
he 
val 
stat 
righ 
to ( 
oth 
tol 
Rep 
was 
ordi 
Rail 
whe 
Iw 
moc 
dow 
Lor 
upo: 
I ca 
upo: 
that 
any 
by 
shar 
are 
asset 
You 
addi 
to a 
for 
will 
£3,0 
And 
capa 
Kru, 
of t 
thes 
to st 
othe: 
no l 
Gove 
thro 
pend 
in Si 
he h 
items 
But 
for t 
Say 4 
habit 
or £ 
them 
of th 
Bu 
items 
millic 






















708 
what it 


has just 
much as 
ed in the 
mediately 


surplus is | 


to exceed 
| have just 


h African | 


ed in this 


00 of the 


hargeable 
e amount 
y, the cost 
n at £250, 


abulary is | 


1] amount 
surplus of 
nditure is 
a deficit, 
| for some 
er Colony 
meet the 
; its share 
ican Con- 


Barbour 
he said ; 
stance of 
ind com- 
reading 


ill be for 
st of the 
are of the 
stabulary, 
against It, 
time, any 
itribution 


Colonial 
lling me 
iks they 
yt agree 


I will 


Then 
1 assets. 
will not 
id about 
ery long 
impres- 
Report. 
2 assets 
srnment 
ncertain 
ry high 
ow, but 















109 Finance 


Sir David Barbour is not disposed to 





place it very high. Then come State | 


lands. He does not attribute very great 
value to them. 


value—and I think this is not an unfair 


statement of his view—is the mineral | 


rights, which will require a long time 
to develop. Now I believe there is one 
other asset, which has been referred 
toin another document, the Concessions 
Report, which I must mention, and that 
was the proposed confiscation of the 
ordinary shares in the Netherlands 
Railway Company. I was astonished 
when | saw that proposal, and I confess 
I was greatly relieved when I read the 
moderate language used by Lord Lans- 
downe the other day in the House of 
Lords, for a proposal more likely to bring 
upon you international complications 
I cannot conceive. I will say no more 
upon it at this moment than to say 
that if the Government propose to realise 
any such asset as that to be obtained 
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The only asset to which | 
he is disposed to attribute considerable | 


by the confiscation of the ordinary | 


shares in this company, most of which 
are held in foreign countries, it is an 
asset which I decline to take into account. 
You will have to add a great sum for 
additional constabulary ; you will have 
toadd a sum of not less than £3,000,000 
for the army of occupation, and you 
will certainly have to add more than 
£3,000,000 to the interest on the debt. 
And I should hope that you will be 
capable of rising to the level of President 
Kruger on the subject of the inhabitants 
of the new colonies. 
these new acquisitions you will not need 
to stint the railways, and I hope that in 
other matters you will show yourselves 
no less liberal administrators than the 
Governments which you have over- 
thrown and defeated. The normal ex- 
penditure is put a great deal too low 
in Sir David Barbour’s Report. I think 
he has excluded from his consideration 
items which must reach many millions. 
But besides that you have to provide 
for the future of your prisoners of war, 
say £40,000 or £50,000; for the in- 
habitants of the refugee camps, £60,000 
or £70,000 ; you will have to find for 
them, as British subjects, homes worthy 
of them to oceupy. 

But these, after all, are small 
items. They only deal with a few 


In developing | 
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has been propounded by the Govern- 
ment of what is called the settlement 
of immigrants in the Transvaal, 
and we have had a Report on this sub- 
ject. I do not know how it is, but the 
Government seem to have got into the 
habit of dealing with measures which 
they ask the House and the country 
to accept in an ironical spirit, and I 
cannot help thinking that the author 
of that Report, with the cynicism of 
another of his colleagues, desired to 
make the project as ridiculous as it 
could be. Let us examine the conditions: 
upon which that settlement is proposed. 
Some people are alarmed at the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Tyrone 
asking for £100,000,000 for a land 
settlement in Ireland. But £100,000,000: 
would be a drop in the ocean compared. 
to the sum which will be required to 
carry out this settlement. When the 
question of this Report first came up, 
the Colonial Secretary told us that he 
did not know whether it would be pro- 
duced or not. If that was seriously 
meant, I think it would have been much 
better if he had adhered to his original 
idea that it should not be produced. 
This Report begins by saying— 

“There is reason to fear lest the vast expen- 
diture of blood and treasure which has marked 
the war may be absolutely wasted unless some 
strenuous effort to redress the balance is made 
and to create a British preponderance in both 
colonies.” 


It is the old ascendency theory—to 
establish a British preponderance against 
the Dutch population. This the 
avowed object of the settlement. We 
are to have it all over the country. 
In the mining districts it will not be 
wanted, because the gold is so attrac- 
tive that it always draws to itself—what 
shall I say ?—well, not the choicest of 
mankind. Those districts will be able 
to take care of themselves, and they 
will become a sort of heaven upon earth. 
But the object is to establish a British 
preponderance all over this country, 
which is as big as France and Spain. 
Well, that isalarge order. Ido not think 
that even the Member for South Tyrone 
has ever dreamt of anything of that 
extent. But in order to make this settle- 
ment you must first get your land, and 
then you must get your settlers. J 
should liketo call attention to themethods 


is 


millions here and there, but a policy | by which it is proposed to get the land. 
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First of all, the Government land is set 
aside because it is inferior. Then the 
land companies, unfortunately, decline 
to sell at a low price, and so we cannot 
get land from them. Then you may 
purchase land from individuals ; but 
that is regarded as discouraging, as 
I do not know the individuals who have a 
tendency to speculate in land, and who 
will sell it at a lower price than they gave 
for it. It is only the best land that is 
to be acquired, for the Report says that 
there is no use in settling except upon 
the best land. And one of the methods 
of doing the thing is to buy up the 
mortgages. Of course, many of these 
farmers—I daresay most of them are 
prisoners—have had mortgages. They 
have, no doubt, not been able to pay the 
interest on the mortgages, and | think 
it is extremely probable that, if you 
choose to take this course, you may 
evict the greater part of the population. 
But is that the policy? When I was 
speaking the other day upon this subject, 
and endeavouring to obtain the views 
of the Government upon it, I said that 
of all things the most dangerous in a 
peace following upon a war was a policy 
of confiscation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Colonial Secretary rebuked me. 
He said it was a most scandalous sug- 
gestion on my part that land should be 
obtained by confiscation after the war, 
and that such an idea would never have 
entered the brain of anybody who was 
not desirous of dealing with the matter 
in a party spirit. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I? 
Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman rebukes people 


so often that he forgets when he does 
rebuke. But I paid him the compli- 
ment of remembering his denunciation 
of me for suggesting even the possibility 
of confiscation. I am sorry if he has 
repented of his abhorrence of confisca- 
tion. But the paragraph dealing with 
this plan of settlement does not dismiss 
confiscation. It says :— 

“ Until a definite decision has been received 
from the Executive Government as to whether 


any land will in fact be available as the result | 
of confiscation following upon the events of | 


the war. . It is obvious, however, that, 
should such land become available, it will in 


all probability be specially suited for the pur- | 


poses of settlement, as farms obtained from this 


source are likely toe be in localities itis 


Sir Wiliiam Harcourt. 
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proved to be suitable for agriculture or pasture 
and capable of yielding a return to the owner,” 
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That is the form which would be the 
most successful in obtaining appropriate 
land, and the Commission are Waiting 
until a definite decision has been received 
from the Executive Government as to 
whether they intend to adopt that 
policy. Now, whatever the right hon. 
Gentleman has said, or has not said, 


| upon past occasions, I will ask him to-day 


to declare whether the policy of confisca- 
tion after the war is the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government ;_ because, if it 
is, I tell him you will never have peace 
in those territories. No statesman has 
ever thought, I will not say in your own 
territories, which these but even 
in the territories of an enemy, of pursv- 
ing a policy of confiscation, which means 
eternal hatred and unending war. You 
cannot say this is a statement of a partisan. 
It is the statement of your own Commis 
sion which you sent out, and they say 
that they are waiting for a final decision 
on the part of the Government as to 
whether their land policy is to be a 
policy of confiscation. But that is not all. 
When you have got the land, either by 
confiscation or by any other method, 
the settlers are to be “ capitalised "— 
that is the phrase—* to such an extent 
as will enable them to equip their farms 
and face the drawback of bad seasons.” 
This was to be at the cost of the British 
taxpayers. Suppose you were to capi- 
talise the tenant-farmers of this country 
at the cost of the British taxpayer, to 
such an extent as will enable them to 
equip their farms and face the dravw- 
backs of bad seasons! I do not see 
the hon. Member for the Chelmsford 
Division of Essex present; but would 
even he suggest that? Having got 
this purchased or confiscated land all 
over a territory as large as France and 
Spain, you have to look out for settlers. 
Who are they going to be ? We are told 
in the Report that “the great majority 
who applied had no previous experience 
in farming, and had no desire to become 
farmers.” These are the men who 
are to be capitalised against bad seasons. 
They were almost all military men, 
but the Report is not favourable to a 
military settlement. Only 531 men 
who are of a suitable character have 
applied. I do not know whether those 


are, 
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applications still stand good. 





But we 


are told that more men would apply if 


the proposals of the Government were 
sufficiently favourable to attract them. 
I think the British taxpuyer has some 
interest in knowing what the proposals 
of the Government are which will be 
sufficient to attract more men. These 
settlers, then, are to be men of some 
capital, which is to be added to by the 
capitalisation by the British taxpayer ; 
and in order to add a sufficient induce- 
ment to them to carry their capital with 
them, we are told that they are to be 
grouped in the centre of districts which 
have been, or still are, disaffected. 
Of course it would be adangerous position. 
They cannot live alone, but they are to 
be grouped and put under the protection 
of a constable at intervals of fifty or 
sixty miles. Then as a tempting offer 
it is suggested there shall be an advance 
of £150 each made to them, and it is 
an open question whether this should 
not be regarded as a gift. A very nice 
proposal ! In order to be certain that you 
will attract these men, who are not farmers 
and do not desire to be farmers, a descrip- 
tion of their prospects if they do under- 
take farming is given in the Report— 

“We cannot close our eyes to the fact that 
these soldiers, under any scheme of settlement, 
will have great difficulties to contend with. 
The conditions under which agriculture and 
stock raising are conducted in South Africa 
are very peculiar ; the seasons are uncertain ; 
the recurrence of droughts often causes serious 
disaster ; and the injury inflicted by locusts 
and the various pests and diseases which, in 
South Africa, afflict almost every living 
thing, make the occupation of a farmer an 
exceedingly precarious one, and even those 
who have been longest in the country often 
find themselves unable to escape ruin, owing to 
one or other of the above causes.” 

What we have to ask is, what are 
the Government going to do with this 
Report ; are they going to make the 
offer? They have made some offers, 
for they have had applications made. 1 
say they are behaving most unfairly 
to the men out there and the men here, 
who have been deluded into making 
applications, if the Government have 
not got the suitable land. I was talking 
to two very distinguished Canadians 
the other day, and to my questions on, 
the subject they said— 

“We had an idea at one time that some 


of our people would like to stay there, but be overseer when the black 
we find now that they have returned that | labourer. 








{17 JuLy 1901} 


,to make a 





Bill. 714 


{there is on disposition on their part to go 
back.” 

Now I can conceive that, without 
going there, from the description put 
forward, they might have come to 
that conclusion. But the Government 
are bound to say whether they are or 
are not going to embark on this extra- 
ordinary land speculation ; whether they 
are going to offer terms to induce settlers 
to go or stay there. When they state 
that, I will venture to suggest that when 
we are complaining at home of rural 
districts becoming depopulated, if we are 
going to spend millions upon millions, 
we might as well do something for our 
own farming industry. In endeavouring 
hostile settlement on the 
principle of ascendency in order to over- 
throw another population, the time will 
come when you will find that inquiries 
will be made whether these millions that 
are to be spent in South Africa may not 
be equally well spent to the advantage 
of the people at home, and whether, 
when you are obliged to put taxation, 
and I admit the necessity, on the poorer 
classes at home, the money raised had 
better be devoted to objects more valuable 
in our rural districts than in this land 
speculation in a hostile country. The 
last resource and consolation of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is in the 
future development of the mines; the 
country, it is said, is rich in mineral 
wealth, it has produced a great amount 
of gold, and will produce a great deal 
more. That expectation is founded, I 
think, on a disregard of facts that lie 
at the very bottom of gold mining and 
mining industry in any country. There 
may be plenty of gold there. nobody 
knows how much, but the question is 
how will you get the gold ? 

The whole fabric rests on the question 
of labour. Now it is perfectly notorious 
that long before the war the labour ques- 
tion was urgent. The mines could not 
get the required labour then, and mine 
ownerscomplained that the late Transvaal 
Government would not coerce the natives 


into mine labour. White labour, 
as was stated in Sir David Barbour’s 
Report, has steadily diminished, for 
whites and blacks do not labour 


together, though the white man may 


man is 
Black labour is not available 
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to the required extent ; there are many | 
of the natives who have an insuperable 
antipathy to working below ground, 
though they will work above ; and up to 
the time of the war the supply of labour | 
came only, or mainly, from certain tribes | 
in Portuguese territory, from Mozam- | 
bique, and elsewhere ; and the labour 
thus obtained was paid for by what is | 
there an adequate wage, though it would 
be too low for white men. But so scarce | 
was labour that the low grade ores could | 
not be worked, and even the high grade | 
mines found the price of labour too high, 
and determined to reduce it by a third. 


| 
| 
! 


But the mine owners knew this could not | 


be done unless they were given power of 


control over the natives to compel them | 


to work at lower wages, whether they 
chose to do so or not. The history is told 
in the records of the Industrial Com- 
mission of 1897, when the mine owners 
went to Mr. Kruger’s Government and 
demanded legislation to give them con- 


trol over the native races, and the Pass | 


law, exceptionally harsh and severe, was 
passed. In our West India colonies we 
do not pretend to coerce the natives into 
labour, and we have a code for immi- 
grants who are brought in as coolies, 
and, I believe, at the instance of the East 


India Government, this was made a} 
most humane code, and it protects the, 
interests of those men, their hours of | 


labour, and their wages ; but that is not 
the Pass law of South Africa ; it is very 
different. It controls not only the 


contracts for labour, but the persons of | 


the natives, and their presence in the 
district without a pass is made a penal 
offence, originally punishable by a fine 


of £5, a large amount for a native to pay, | 


with two months’ imprisonment. By 
the courtesy of the Colonial Secretary, 
I have seen the latest version of the Pass 


law, which, at the instance of the mine | 


owners, the late Transvaal Government 


made much more severe, the fine being | 


increased to £10, with imprisonment 
with hard labour for three months, and 
twenty-five lashes. Well, I say it is in- 
tolerable to contemplate the introduction 
of any system of that kind. The con- 
tinual complaints of the mine owners 
were that the treatment of the natives 
by the Transvaal Government was too 
mild. Those who have had the impres- 
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. ‘ | 
sion that the Boer Government was harsh | 
| 
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in this respect will, if they read the evi- 
dence given before the Joubert Com- 
mission, come to a different conclusion. 
Here is an extract from the evidence 
of one of the witnesses, Mr. Hay, the 
President of the Chamber of Mines— 
“We are all agreed that the natives are too 
highly paid,-and one reason that the natives 
are not willing to work is that they cannot be 


| compelled to work, especially in the Transvaal, 


I think it is desirable to. have forced labour.” 


That is the tone of the whole thing; there 
is the demand, there is the policy upon 
which the Pass law is founded. Another 
witness says— 

‘““The desire for comfort, the ambition for 
social distinction requiring luxurious display i$ 
| absolutely unknown. The native isin comfort 
if he lives in the sunshine, and there is no 


necessity to pay him in coin he has 
a natural aversion to work.” 

Well, most men share that feeling. | am 
myself open to the indictment. Then 


the witness goes on to say that the natives 
take advantage of the competition that 
arises in the labour market from the 
demand being in excess of the supply, 
and I believe the labouring classes of 
this country are apt to do much the same. 

“ The final method of reducing Kaffir pay,” 
the witness continues, “rests with the Govern- 
ment. It has the power to create laws that will 
compel every able-bodied Kaffir to perform a, 
given amount of work.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that a discussion 
of the labour laws in South Africa is 
scarcely relevant to the Third Reading 
of the Finance Bill. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not wish, Sir, to go too far; but this 
bears closely on the question whether 
or not an increased gold production is 
going to cure all the evils that have been 
spoken of. I have endeavoured to show 
that the expected development of the 
mineral resources of the country will 
not take place for a considerable time, 
at all events. My argument is this—that 
the idea that the gold industry is likely 
to be largely increased is limited abso- 
lutely by the insufficient supply of men. 
I was endeavouring to show that the 
| idea is entirely unfounded, and that upon 
the evidence of the gold mining people 
‘themselves they cannot develop this 
| industry as they desire to do unless they 
get forced labour. That is really my 
proposition. In this connection I should 
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like to ask for an explanation from the 
right hon. Gentleman as to a matter 
which attracted a good deal of attention 
at the time, as showing how this want 
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‘the debt is gut of the question. 
‘as I can calculate, on the information 
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declared. In my opinion, as far as I can 
see, any chance of any contribution to 
As far 


of labour is operating now in restraining | furnished to us in these Reports, we are 


the development of the gold mines, 
especially in Rhodesia. It was an inci- 
dent which happened when they were 
obliged to endeavour to import labour 
from Abyssinia, and, as soon as the 
labourers arrived there, they were in- 
formed that they would have to work 
in chains in the mines. They refused to 
land, the overseer called in the Portu- 
guese police, there was a skirmish, men 


were killed, and a large part of the crew | 


jumped into the sea. I venture to say 
that in view of such a result we must 
come to a clear understanding as to what 
isto be the character of the labour supply 
in that country. On that depends 
entirely the question of the further 
development of the gold industry. The 
Colonial Secretary has been kind enough, 
at my request. to supply me with the 
Pass law, the humane provisions in the 
West Indies, and the proclamation issued 
by the High Commissioner affecting all 
the questions as to the administration 
of the penalties of the Pass law now in 
operation. I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will lay those documents on the 
Table. I will not pursue that matter, 
because I am happy to say the Com- 
mission of the late Government of the 
Transvaal would not recognise any 
measure which would be equivalent to 


forced labour, and would not recommend | 


the imposition of a higher tax on capital. 
I trust that that is the position which the 
Government will take in this matter. 

I think we ought to examine what is 
likely to be the position of this country 
in regard to taxation when peace is 
made, the charges that are likely to come 
upon us, and whether the high taxation 
we have reached is anything like the high- 
water mark that is likely to be reached. 
The country has been greatly—I will not 
use the word deceived, because I do not 
believe it was the intention to deceive. 
but the Government have been deluded 
from the first, and the country has been 
led, step by step, to think the position 
was going to be very different to what 
it is. These are questions of the war, but 
we have to consider algo whether we are 
under any delusion as to the condition 


in which things will be when peace is | WILLIAM Harcourt nodded assent.] He: 


in the presence of charges which will 


greatly increase the taxation which has 


been levied. In conclusion, I should like, 
on behalf of hon. Gentlemen who sit on 
this side of the House as well as on that, 
to pay my tribute to the manner in which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 


,conducted his arduous task. He has 


shown patience and a spirit of concilia- 
tion in the discharge of duties which I 
am quite sure were not congenial to him,. 
and he has discharged them in a way 
which, I am certain, commanded the 
respect of all. He has learnt the great 
lesson that if you want to get on with 
your business you should conciliate, and 
he has gone through it all without any 
violent attacks against his opponents. 
[A NatIonaLIst MemBER: No closure. } 
Although we differ, and probably shall 
continue to differ, from him on matters 
of importance, at the same time he has 
conducted what is one of the principal. 
duties in the House of Commons in a 
manner which has earned our approba-. 
tion. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I should 
like to say to the right hon. Gentleman 


at the outset that, in interrupting him as 
I did in one portion of his speech, I had 
not the slightest intention of offering a 
contradiction to any personal statement 
which he made. I thought, and I still! 
think, that he had misapprehended the 
views of Sir David Barbour. I am sure: 
he will believe me that no personal dis- 


courtesy was intended to him. I have 
listened to the speech which he has: 
delivered with great interest, but 1 


confess I have been totally unable to see: 
how three-fourths, I might say nine- 
tenths, of that speech could possibly be 
made relevant to a discussion on the 
Third Reading of the Finance Bill. 


The tone of the speech was one 
of undiluted pessimism, and I 
cannot understand how the right 


hon. Gentleman, holding the views he 
has expressed to-day, can come to the: 
conclusion at which he has arrived, 
because I assume that he is going to vote: 
for the Third Reading of this Bill. [Sir 
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has exaggerated a very discouraging | those wars, and until the right hon. 
feature in the situation, he has refused | Gentleman puts himself in a logical 
to admit even a glimpse of sunshine on| position I confess that I attach very 


the landscape, he has told us that the 
situation is alarming, that it is of the 
greatest gravity, that we are living in . 
fool’s paradise, and then the right hon. 
Gentleman is going to vote to spend 
more money not to improve the situation 
but to make it worse. The fact is the 
right hon. Gentleman and some of his 
friends are now, and always have been 
throughout this war, in an illogical situa- 
tion. We know what their opinions are 
about the war, they have not concealed 
them, and we know that the holding of 
those opinions must prejudice their 
views on every point in the situation, 
every question as it arises is prejudiced 
in their minds by their view that the war 
is unjust, unnecessary, and disastrous. 
Quite so, but why do not they vote 
against the war? I was reading this 
morning in the paper a very interesting 
letter of a late colleague of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and he puts the question so 
clearly and lucidly that I cannot do 
better than adopt his words. He says— 
_“Morally, either the war is just or unjust ; 
either the methodsare uncivilised or legitimate. 
If the war be unjust and its methods uncivilised, 
our Government and our nation are criminal 
and the war should be stopped at any cost.” 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Excuse 
me, this is the Finance Bill—{Ministerial 


cries of “Oh, oh ”’|—and, financially, | 


when money is spent I vote for paying 
the money. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That will 
not save the right hon. Gentleman. He 
votes the Estimates before the money is 


spent, he votes the supplies now. Of 


much less importance to his criticisms on 


| the details than I should otherwise do. 


I have said the greater part of the speech 
appears to me to be irrelevant to the 
Third Reading of this Bill. The first 
part, no doubt, was relevant, and what 
the right hon. Gentleman did in that 
portion was to compare the expenditure 
and the taxation now with the expendi- 
ture and the taxation under Pitt in the 
great Continental war, and he drew a 
conclusion very unfavourable to the 
present generation, and abused the 
people of this country for having and not 
paying. I believe that accusation to be 
absolutely uncalled for, unfair, unjust, 
and contrary to the facts. He gave usa 
very insufficient and incomplete account 
of what happened during the Conti- 
nental war. He told us that the people 
at that time paid 391 millions. Yes, but 
the war cost over 1,000 millions, and 
they borrowed some 600 millions ; he 
forgot to mention that. And what they 
did was to raise taxation to twenty-three 
millions a vear against a war which cost 
over 1,000 millions. What do we do? 


| We are raising at the present moment 


course, the House has got to vote for the | 


payment. 


But he has put himself in| 


this illogical position, that while he is) 


opposed to the war, and believes it to be 
morally unjust, he has, nevertheless, 
throughout been willing, for some in- 
scrutable reason or another 
alone can explain, to vote supplies to 
carry onthe war. I know the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks he is the true successor 
in this matter of Mr. Bright, but let me 
remind him that Mr. Bright never did 
what he is doing. 
opposed the Crimean 


War and 


twenty-five millions a year of additional 
taxation. [Opposition cries of ‘“ No.”] 
I have the authority of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for saying that the 
additional taxation put on in the last 
two years amounts to over twenty-four 
millions a vear. [A MEMBER on_ the 
Opposition benches: Not war expendi- 
ture.| But it is war expenditure, put 
on in consequence of the war, and that 
twenty-four millions a year has to be 
contrasted with the estimated cost of the 
war. There, of course, we are dealing 
to a certain extent with hypothesis ; but 
all I would say is, if every penny of the 
money for which the Government have 


‘asked authority to borrow, as well as 


which he| @ 
| this purpose, were taken, the whole cost 


all the ordinary income contributed to 


would be 172 millions. Therefore we 
are raising twenty-five millions a year 
as against 172 millions, whereas in Pitt's 


time it was twenty-three millions a year 


When Mr. Bright | 
the | 


Egyptian War, as, indeed, he opposed all 
wars, he did not vote for supplies for| Chancellor of the Exchequer had not 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


against over 1,000 millions. 


WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 


. 
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put the cost of the war at that figure ; 
he put it at 153 millions. The state- 
ment made in reference to Pitt’s dealing 
with the War was read textually from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s speech. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer did not refer to 
the borrowing, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man got up and interrupted him in 
order to point out, as he said, that I had 
contradicted the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. I have not done so in any 
single thing that he has said. The com- 


parison which the right hon. Gentleman 
tries to draw is absolutely incomplete 


and inadequate. Besides the difference 
in the comparative amounts there is 
another fact which the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not take into consideration. 
The Continental war was a war of which 
no end could be anticipated. It lasted 
over seventeen years, and at no time 
during that period was it possible to 
make any kind of hopeful anticipation 
as to its termination, and, notwith- 
standing that, there was no extra pro- 
vision made by taxation. We are in a 
war as to which, whatever view you may 
take of the exact period when the state 
of war will come to an end, no one doubts 
that it cannot last very long. Taking 
the most extravagant view any reason- 
able man can take, it will not approach 
the period of the great Continental war. 
Having regard to the fact that during 
two years of that war no preparation 
was made by taxation, whereas we have 
begun from the first to make preparation, 
I do not think we come at all badly out 
of the comparison. The right hon. 
Gentleman also declared that we were 
throwing taxation upon those least able 
to bear it, and indicated that, in his 
opinion, in Mr. Pitt’s time taxation was 
thrown almost entirely on the richer 
class. That is entirely contrary to his- 
tory, and there never was a time when 
the pressure of indirect taxation was so 
great on the working classes as during 
that war, and on that point also we com- 
pare favourably with the example which 
he holds out for our edification. 

I do not complain in the least of the 
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time. The Government, having regard 
to the complexity and difficulty of the 
situation, are anxious, of course, to get 
the best information on the various 
points which arise, and with that view 
have appointed three commissions, and 
may appoint more. But these Reports 
are mainly for the information of the 
Government, and we have presented 
them in order that Parliament may be 
in the same position as the Government 
in forming a conclusion. But the right 
hon. Gentleman, forgetting that at 
present, at any rate, their only value is as 
the representation of the views of those 
who wrote them, discusses them as if 
they were the accepted views of the 
Government. As regards Sir D. Bar- 
bour’s Report, we have said that as far 
as general principles are concerned we 
are in accordance with him. As regards 
the Report of Mr. Arnold-Forster, we 
have expressed no opinion at all ; neither 
have we expressed any opinion of the 
many details dealt with in the Conces- 
sions Report. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says he wants our opinion. Yes, I 
daresay he does ; but we are not going to 
be hurried either by him or by anybody 
else. This is not a matter which ean be: 
settled off-hand. He admits the difti- 
culties of the situation, and perhaps he 
sees more difficulties in it than we do. 
At all events, without full opportunity 
of examining the question further, with- 
out full consultation with Lord Milner 
and other experts in the particular 
matters referred to, the Government 
refuse absolutely to declare what their 
policy may be. As soon as we have had 
the advantage of that examination and 
consultation we shall be, no doubt, 
quite prepared to submit our policy to 
the House and the country. Therefore. 
in dealing with Sir D. Barbour’s Report, 
it must be understood that, although I 
shall to a certain extent defend his 
Report against the Right hon. Gentle- 
man, I am not to be supposed to be com- 
mitting the Government to back up any 
of its details. The right hon. Gentleman 


admits that Sir D. Barbour is one of our 


criticisms of the right hon. Gentleman on | 


the three Reports on the finances of the 
Transvaal which the Government have 
presented to the House ; but there is a 


certain amount of inconvenience in deal- | 


ing with these matters at the present’ But while the right hon. Gentleman 


greatest existing financial authorities, 
and that the Government did well in 
selecting him to advise them; that he 
is a man who has a right to speak upon 
this question, and to whose opinions very 
favourable consideration should be given. 
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accepts Sir D. Barbour’s authority when 
it is in the slightest degree discouraging, 
he refuses to refer to it at all where its 
view is more hopeful. Sir D. Barbour 
has adopted a most moderate view of the 
‘situation. Sir D. Barbour’s conclusion— 
being anxious not to take too roseate a 
view, and having treated the whole 
subject in that spirit—is that we may 
wisely put a sum of fifty-five millions on 
the Transvaal, and that in the course of 
a few years the interest and sinking fund 
upon that sum may be found probably 
out of the surplus revenues of the 
Transvaal. So it is not fair to quote Sir 
D. Barbour as supporting the pessi- 
mistic views of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, because Sir D. Barbour’s final 
feport is entirely against them. The 
right hon. Gentleman says Sir D. Bar- 
bour proposes to reduce the Customs 
against the rural population. I find 
nothing of that sort in the Report. He 
quoted Sir D. Barbour as having said 
that education might be reduced by 
£67,000. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I have 
taken care not to make any statement 
which I did not think justified. Sir D. 
Barbour’s Report says the tariff in some 
respects unduly favours the rural popu- 
lation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I must say, 
with all respect, that the right hon. 
Gentleman does not understand what he 
reads. The way in which the tariff affects 
the rural population too favourably is, 
as we all know, that under the late 
Government Boers living in the outlying 
districts were favoured in the tariff. 
Articles were taxed which were consumed 
by the mining population, and articles 
consumed by the Boer population were 
left untaxed. But I do not think that in 
the Report there is any suggestion that 
articles now untaxed and used by the 
Boer population should be taxed. There- 
fore, as against the Boer population— 
this is my point—Sir D. Barbour does 
not make any suggestion that it would 
be putting them in a less favourable 
position than at present. They would 
be in a less favourable position, compara- 
tively, because he proposes to relieve the 
‘town population, and he does so by re- 
lieving the mining population and not by 
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lation. The right hon. Gentleman 
hardly did justice to Sir D. Barbour, 
because he stated the facts with regard to 
the reduction of expenditure, and did not 
give the full amount given by Sir D. 
Barbour. For instance, in regard to 
education, Sir D. Barbour says it is likely 
that this expenditure may increase in 
future years. But I understand that it 
may not exceed £200,000. After a great 
war like this it is likely that expenditure 
may be less than it will hereafter, but 
there is not the slightest suggestion in 
Sir David Barbour’s Report that he had 
it in his mind to stint education when the 
money can be economically and profitably 
spent upon it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that Sir D. Barbour proposes to 
reduce the cost of police, and that that 
isanabsurdthing. But Sir D. Barbour 
says that the bulk of the police expendi- 
ture is incurred in connection with 
Johannesburg, the Rand, and Pretoria. 
He anticipates that when municipalities 
have been set up in all these places a pro- 
portion of the cost, if not the whole cost, 
of the local and municipal police may be 
borne out of the municipal rate. Lastly, 
he speaks about the reduction of expen- 
diture upon the railways. Our policy 
in South Africa is a policy of develop- 
ment, and included in that is a large 
extension of railways. The expenditurein 
building railways is capital expenditure, 
and that will come out of loans, and not 
out of the ordinary normal expenditure 
of the country. On the contrary, we 
have every reason to believe from the 
experience of the past that with an exten- 
sion of the railways will come a large 
extension of income, and the sooner we 
can get some of these railways built the 
better we shall be pleased. We are not 
in the least afraid to incur loans for what 
will be remunerative expenditure. If 
the right hon. Gentleman believes that 
railways in the Transvaal will bea failing 
concern and an unremunerative expense 
to the taxpayers of thiscountry, we differ 
from him in foto. 

The right hon. Gentleman then went 
on to say that the loan which Sir 
D. Barbour speaks of is insufficient for 
its purpose. I should be very sorry to 
pledge myself to the amount of the loans 
to be raised for remunerative purposes, 
but there are certain purposes not re- 
munerative, which will be a permanent 
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charge upon the country. The right, 
hon. Gentleman says that gigantic sums | 
will be laid on the Orange Free State | 
and on the Transvaal under this scheme. 
I cannot tell the amounts, because the 
returns have notcomein. But the total 
claims from Natal amount to £700,000, | 
and from the Cape to £800,000—.e,, 
£1,500,000 altogether. That may be 
increased, but I do not anticipate the 
large sum which the right hon. Gentle- 
man took into account. The right hon. 
Gentleman complains of the cost of the 
constabulary and Army occupation. The 
two things may be treated together. The 
right hon. Gentleman supposes that when 
the war is over there will be a state of 
bitterness and active hostility which will 
last generations. Itis open to him to put 
down any sum he likes as the cost of pro- 
tective forces which will have to be main- 
tained in the country. On the other 
hand, it is equally open to me to take a 
much more sanguine view. I believe 
that the Boers, when they recognise that 
they have been beaten, and are settled 
in peaceful occupation and situated, as 
they will be, in the midst of a growing 
British population—that there is not the 
slightest fear of any such feeling remain- 
ing as;will require us to keep in the Trans- 
vaal or the Orange Free State any con- 
siderable force of men. Let me quote 
one fact which for me has a most hopetul 
significance, and that is that in the pro- 
tected districts, which are so completely 
in our occupation that we are able to give 
some protection to the settlers within 
them; the Boers themselves, the very 
men who a short time ago were fighting 
against us, have in certain numbers— 
I do not know exactly what they are ; 
they cannot be very considerable at 
present—but they have in their respec- 
tive districts taken up arms to defend 
their property against those who they say 
are neither more nor less than brigands— 
that is, their own countrymen who are 
carrying on a hopeless struggle to the 
ruin of private property. If they will 
do that now, when there are three impor- 
tant leaders in the field, may we not 
hope that the same spirit will lead them to 
settle down peacefully later, and that the 
will not require a large army of occupation 
or a numerous police to keep them in 
order? My own belief is that we shall 
have to begin to calculate on this force 
of 6,000 men. The other 4,000 men to 
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whom the right hon. Gentleman referred 
are at present a military force, and at the 
end of the war they will disappear. The 
6,000 men will remain until such a time 
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,as the Government find themselves able 


to dispense with them. That time, in 
my opinion, will be very much earlier 
than the right hon. Gentleman supposes. 
Having dealt with these imaginary ex- 
penses, the right hon. Gentleman went 
on to speak of the receipts. He began by 


‘complaining that Sir David Barbour 


proposed only a tax of £500,000 on the 
gold mines; and he seems to think, as 
many people think, that the gold mines 
and the gold speculators are precisely the 
same thing. I do not think that that is 
the case. A very large portion of the 
fortunes which have excited so much 
observation have been made not bv 
mining, but by speculating in mines, 
and it is not by taxing the mines that 
you will catch those fortunes. But Sir 
David Barbour’s statement as to the 
taxation on mines is put most unfairly 
by the right hon. Gentleman. What Sir 
David Barbour proposes is an additional 
taxation of £500,000; but where does 
the right hon. Gentleman suppose that 
the other £3,800,000 comes from? It is 
perfectly well known that the vast pro- 
portion of this taxation falls indirectly 
on the mining industry—on those actu- 
ally working the mines—-and the total 
taxation placed on the mines is not to be 
estimated by the £500,000 now proposed 
to be added to it. Of the total amount of 
the taxation in the Transvaal a very 
small proportion will in any circum- 
stances ever fall on the rural population. 
Unless you propose a direct land tax, 
which would be perhaps confiscatory, vou 
cannot expect to get much from the 
agricultural classes. But the exact 
amount to be derived from the gold mines 
is one of those questions which is yet to 
be decided. Everybody on both sides 
would like to get as muchas he possibly 
can, without injuring the industry. But 
we must not injure the industry, because 
it is the only industry at the present 
time. I believe that other important 
industries will spring up. There can be 
no doubt that there is an enormous coale 
field which might be worked with advan- 
tage ; there are mines of tin and copper ; 
and we cannot put a limit to the possible 
riches of the soil. But at present it is the 
_gold-mining industry on which we must 
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rely, and nothing would be more foolish | the Transvaal ; and very likely the ex. 
than to kill the goose that lays the golden , penditure for this local constabulary wil] 
eggs by putting undue restrictions on | be much smaller than was originally 
the industry. ; /anticipated. But although the colony 

The right hon. Gentleman dealt cannot be expected to make a large con- 
next with the labour question, and tribution to the cost of the war, yet it 
he told us that the mining industry was may easily be expected to pay its way 

2 j a) , 2 > > . of « . 4 ? 2 . % 3 Jv? 
entirels dependent on forced labour. | including whatever portion of the con- 
These statements, to my mind, are of the | stabulary we may think right to put upon 
rashest character. _Ot course, it it be its shoulders. The right hon. Gentle- 
true that the mining industry is abso- man spoke slightingly of the assets of 
lutely dependent on forced labour, and these States. We do not know what 
that the British Parliament, as I admit, future discovery may give us in the 
will not agree to introduce a system of Orange River Colony, but at present it 
torced labour, how can the right hon. must be admitted that there do not seem 
Gentleman consistently propose that we to be any mineral resources on which we 
should put a greater taxation on the can count ; and we do not expect, there- 

ines ? wmanee. if thi cbc ek ; : 
mines : Because, ut that be true, you fore, anything more than the ordinary 
cannot get anything like even the pre- development of a successful agricultural 
sent taxation out of them. You cannot eoyntry. But in the Transvaal we have 
get sie 4 2 at or out of them if they the railways. The right hon. Gentleman 
stop. refer to this not as a serious referred to a suggestion which he said had 
argument, but to show how carelessly been made for the confiscation of the 
the right hon. Gentleman brings forward property of the ordinary shareholders 
every possible argument he can invent to | do not wish to dispute the accurary of 
show that the situation is hopeless. Fhe anything he has stated in this respect, 
next point is the case of the Orange River }y% I do not remember that that was 
Co 4 ars » ig . ‘ a ee Sa 

‘ lony. I understood the right hon. actually suggested in the Report of the 
Gentleman to say that the Orange River | Concessions Committee. But what was 
cee I th — ee ns. be suggested was that we should not pay 
ee a clade" cosh * one farthing of compensation for the 
abl sign an rien ng he sini not be shares which were in the possession of 
able to pay its way If In Its expenses were | the Transvaal Government when the war 
included a sum of £300,000 a year for }oke out. That is a very different sug- 
the constabulary. But that is a totally . . a ae ges 
oo aogerones ale ane of : ec eer" from the Wie cocee ec that we 

ete ahs tj te we ¥" I ie should deal in the same drastic manner 
abdtie State ‘ Is hopelessly 1NSOLV ° . : 

The ees ye : eet foe with shares which may have been pur- 

‘d a ti a : we G a chased by bona fide holders long betore 
said at the time the right hon. Gentle- : s 

Peed yapnliagpealle hi I ventle- the war was anticipated. But whatever 
man did not know everything. I meant |... ay be taken as to the expropriati 
Mies A 1D ink Sey of € t view may be taken as to the expropriation 

, ae ny eee aha , ; 

a ee a ne returns of the Netherlands Railway, we have no 
which are in my possession. From those Riche a dein nahin wanet inp thee 
returns it appears that in the first year “ii RR eae one 

ne ate a “4 creasing value of the railway, and for the 
there is a surplus in the Orange River . . 

’ . . , ; sake of argument it does not matter 

Colony in spite of the fact that the war n es ere ‘ 
3 atill coi i. senile tan whether that increase is given to revenue, 
is still going on. 1e results have been nether it ia devoted n> neduetl 
oe hes or whether it is devoted to the reduction 
most satisfactory and surprising ; and , . “Ws . . 
7 Ss : of fares, which will improve the indus- 
there can be very little doubt that in a ,.. 7m 
: 7 ia a ee tries of the country. Then we come to 
short time there will be a considerable : ie eal a ie 
surplus. At present it is only a small "°W MUN. As een ert sae 
a ae ~  S  __ slightest doubt that there is an enormous 
su'plus. What the colony will have . 

i amount of gold which has not yet been 
to pay for the constabulary depends I ee 
i ie 5 then i eee worked. A great deal of that is low- 
eal is 5 seahiig ieaile pee oe grade ore ; and it is certain that if by any 
sha RE oa acd means we can make it profitable to work 
force will be required there from the first ; 

. a , ore of a lower grade than hitherto the 
than in the Transvaal ; and from all the | ; d | aggeanaenee 
information which I can obtain it is pro- |imdustry will be enormously developed, 
bable that the settlement will take place out of all proportionto theamount of gold 


there before it is finally accomplished in that will be won. People do not want 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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an enormous profit to work these mines, 
ifthe profit is certain, and if these mines 


ean be worked to produce 2 or 3 dwts. a | 


ton, we can expect an influx of British 
labour which will give a demand for all 
sorts of goods, and the Revenue will in- 
crease proportionately. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: British 


labour will not work in the mines. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, the 


right hon. Gentleman has truly said that 


British or white labour will not work in | 


the mines. but a great deal of British 
labour was employed in connection with 
the mines, and it is that labour I speak 
of But I come back to the labour ques- 
tion. Iam not going to be responsible 
for the quotations in which the right 
hon. Gentleman delights from gentlemen 
who are interested in the mines. Those 


gentlemen express their opinions. The 
right hon. Gentleman quoted an 


American gentleman who had said that 
he thought the British Government 


ought to employ foreed labour. That 
was Mr. Hay. 
Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: He is 


President of the mines. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: But it is 
absurd to suppose that the British 
Government is to be ruled in its course 
by what was said by a gentleman at a 
mine meeting. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: The | 
right hon. Gentleman misunderstood 
ne. This was not a mine meeting. This 
was a demand made by the mining in- 
terest upon the late Government of the 
Transvaal as to placing labour_under 
their control, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The right 
hon. Gentleman, or the persons to whom 
he alludes, may make demands, but it | 
does not follow that the demands will be | 
sitisfied. My opinion is that, at all 
events, a great number of those who are 
engaged in the mining industry take a 
much more liberal view of the labour 
question than the particular gentleman | 
referred to. A great difficulty in con-| 


nection with this question was that the 
natives who were willing to work in the | 
mines, when they returned after their | 
term of service, were brutally ill-treated | 
and robbed on their way back to their 
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j} homes. That was one of the greatest 
objections which was taken by the min- 
ing industry in the time of the late 
Government, and, further, it is repre- 
‘sented to me that a great deal of the 
labour which did come was ruined by the 
abominable system under which the 
liquor law was administered. There was 
/not much to be said against the Trans- 
vaal law in regard to the supply of liquor, 
but the administration was notoriously 
corrupt, and there is no doubt the work- 
people were induced to drink and were 
useless for the purposes of labour during 
a great portion of their time. Those are 
two advantages which I hope we shall 
give to the mining industry when we 
settle the Transvaal, and to which I do 
not believe even the right hon. Gentle- 
man will take exception. But when he 
goes on to say that under the Pass law 
there would be a system of forced labour 
in the Rand I think he has entirely mis- 
taken the circumstances. He compares 
it with the West Indies. He says that 
in the West Indies we do not compel the 
natives to work. Quite true; but 
what happens in the West Indies is 
this—that, inasmuch as some native 
Indians will not work, and inasmuch 
as there are not enough to do the 
work, we import every year thousands 
of coolies in order to do that work. The 
greatest precautions are taken by the 
Indian Government to see that every 
coolie knows exactly what it is he is going 
to do, and to see afterwards, when he 
gets to the place, that the conditions are 
fulfilled and his health cared for, and 
arrangements made at the end of his 
term of service to repatriate him in his 
That system has worked 


their treatment is that a very large pro- 
portion of the coolies never return, but, 
after having completed their contract 
time, are glad enough to settle in the 
West Indies, where they are one of the 
most valuable sections of the community. 
The right hon. Gentleman will under- 
stand that when a comparison is made 
between the coolies who come from 
India under contract and the Portu- 


| guese labourers, or the labourers from 


Bechuanaland or elsewhere, that the 
latter also come to serve in the mines 
for a certain period under contract. 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: No. 
2D 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, under 
contract ; and the ‘Transvaal Govern- 
ment, and any Government that may 
succeed to it, will haveto seethat ordinary 
legislation shall exist there as in the West 
Indies to secure that those men who 
have entered into such contract shall 
fulfil their contract, and that then they 
shall be free to go back or not as they 
like. Under the late Transvaal Govern- 
ment the system was undoubtedly a’ 
severe one. The punishment for break- 
ing a contract under the Pass law was 
three months imprisonment or twenty- 
five lashes, or a fine of £10. I do not 
think the fine was an unfair penalty at 
all, because probably the cost to the 
person who imported the native would 
be much more than the amount of the 
fine. But, as regards the infliction of 
lashes, I do not yield to the right hon. 
Gentleman or to anyone in my dislike 
to the punishment of flogging ; and since 
I have been in my present office I have 
done—I do not want to boast—more 
than anyone else has ever done to lessen 
and diminish materially the extent of 
that punishment in all our colonies. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : You did not do as much as Parnell 
did. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In con- 


nection with that, I have given instrue- 
tions, and now receive annual reports 
from every one of the Crown colonies 
of the amount of flogging inflicted in the 
preceding year, and the cause for which 
it has been awarded. I hope that will 
be some assurance to the right hon. 
Gentleman that, as far as punishment 
involving physical torture is concerned, 
I certainly shall look into it very care- 
fully. Only one thing I ask. I ask in 
regard to this, and to everything else 
connected with the legislation of the late 
Transvaal, for time and patience. We 
cannot in a moment change the whole 
system under which the country has 
been worked for a good many years and 
introduce an entirely new system of our 
own. But every part of the legislation 


of the Transvaal will be reviewed, and 
where we find it to be not in accordance 
with our views as to what is proper, 
humane, and just, the House may rest 
assured we shail take steps to have it 
altered. 

In conclusion, let me admit at once 
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that I think that any attempt now to 
discuss the details of the financial future 
of the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony is premature. We must first 
obtain a normal situation. That is clear. 
We must be able to say that the state of 
war is at an end. When we have had a 
year’s rest after that period, then | think 
we shall be able to make a very gocd esti- 
mate of the future. The right hon, 
Gentleman is, in regard to all these 
matters, an inveterate pessimist; I am 
perhaps, an inveterate optimist ; but, 
on the whole, when I look back to recent 
history and matters in which both the 
right hon. Gentleman and myself have 
been concerned, and in regard to which 
we both made estimates, I cannot but 
think that I have turned out the truer 
prophet. I remember that the right hon. 
Gentleman took precisely similar views 
in regard to the occupation of Egypt. 
He pointed out that Egypt was bankrupt, 
that it would be a great expense to the 
British Government and the British 
taxpayer, that it could never pay its way ; 
and, in fact, as he knows perfectly well, 
the Government of which he was a men- 
ber and I also wasa member took so low 
a view of the situation at that time that 
we asked the Powers to consent to are 
duction of interest on the debt. The 
Powers were wiser than the then British 
Government, because the Powers re- 
fused. And what has been the result ! 
The population of Egypt between 1882 
and 1897 increased from 6.800.000 to 
9,700,000 ; the exports increased from 
£11,000,000 to £15,000,000, and _ the 
revenue increased from £8.500,000 to 
£11,500,000, and is still going up. And 
it must be remembered that, while ther 
has been this increase in the revenue, 
at the same time there has been a great 
reduction of taxation, and if the reforms 
which have cost money had not been 
made the revenue would have been still 
larger. What ground is there for despait 
under these circumstances? There i: 
ground for patience. Because, remem: 
ber, this improvement in the condition 
of things in Egypt did not show itsel 
all at once. We had to wait for a certain 
number of years. It was not until 188! 
that the great improvement began 
to show itself ; but after we had seven 
years in which to put the business oi 
| Egypt straight the revenue has gone up 
by eaps and bounds and the prosperity 
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of Egypt at the same time. Why is it 
under these circumstances we cannot 
take a sanguine view of the future of 
the Transvaal and the Orange River 
Colony? I might give 
tration—that of Cape Colony, 
in thirty years the population has trebled 
and the revenue increased tenfold. In 
these circumstances I am of opinion that 
we are very unwise to cast ridicule 
upon the possibilities of the future. 
If the right hon. Gentleman really 
believes what he says, he ought to advise 
us not to put any charge whatever upon 
the Transvaal for the cost of the war. 
It is because we believe in this great 
development which is certain, in our 
opinion, to come, though not for a few 
years, that we are anxious at once to fix 
a sum which we think would be a fair 
contribution from the industries of the 
Transvaal towards the cost of the war. 
An hon. friend of mine suggested the 
other day that we should take all the 
surplus revenues of the Transvaal, and 
not fix any sum. I think he was under 
the impression that if we did that we 
should get much more than the fifty-five 
millions Sir D. Barbour talks of. But 
that would be an objectionable policy. 
It could only be pursued by those who 
were determined to maintain perma- 
nently the Crown Colony system. You 
cannot maintain such an arrangement 
with a self-governing State. You would 
not have a self-governing colony paying 


the whole of its surplus revenue to the | 
may have a, 


mother country, but you 
self-governing colony which is ready to 
take over whatever remains of a debt 
as a legal obligation of the colony. 
my opinion all this talk about the loss 
we shall incur and about the burden on 
the taxpayers is beside the real question. 
I do not believe the people of this country 
entered into this business as a question 
of balance between profit and loss. I 
believe it is absolutely true that we did 
not go to war for territory or for gold ; 

and if we did we should have been very 
foolish if we supposed it would have been | 
a profitable transaction. The people of 
this country supported the Government 
not because they thought they were 
going to make a profit out of the war, 
but because they thought the honour and | 
interests of the country were threatened, | 


because they thought that on the issue | 
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| in South Africa and the unity of the 
| Empire of which South Africa is a part. 

| 

| Mr. 
another illus- | 
where | 


HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said he wished to make 
brief reference to a tax which bore very 
hardly on a large and important class of 
taxpayers—the income tax. During the 
last three or four years that tax had 
increased enormously, both as regarded 
the amount of poundage and the product. 
In 1897-8 it only produced £17,250,000, 
whereas three years later it had risen to 
the astounding total of £33,800,000. 
It must be a source of considerable 
satisfaction to any Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to be able to get such a 
gigantic sum from a single tax. But 
his object in now referring to it was to 
show that while there had been such 
an enormous increase in the last few 
years, the scale of graduation which had 
hitherto existed had not been altered, 
although clearly it ought to have been 
very considerably changed in favour of 
the smaller income tax payers, a class 
which deserved the sympathy of the 
House, seeing that the tax had been raised 
from 8d. to 14d., while the rate of exemp- 
tion remained unaltered. What was the 
practical effect of leaving things in their 
present position? He had endeavoured 
to make a careful calculation of the 
various classes of income—including 
everything except the estate duty— 
and he found that an income of £80 a 
as the 


year, which might be regarded 
average working class income, was 


taxed to the extent of 5°7 per cent. 
The man with an income of £200 was 
taxed at 5 per cent., the one with £500 
while the income of 
£5,000 or £50,000 paid only 9°3 per cent. 
These figures were subject to some 
alteration by reason of the estate duty, 
but he doubted if the difference repre- 
sented more than 14 per cent. The 
question was whether it was just that 
the percentage of taxation on the income 


|of £500 should be about 8 per cent., 


while on the income of £50,000 or even 
£100,000 it should only be at the most 
24 per cent. above that ratio. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on a former 
(occasion practically admitted that if 
the income tax was to be maintained 
at its present high level some change 
| would be necessary, in order that the 


of the war depended our dominion | poorer class of income tax payers might 
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be relieved at the expense of those who 
enjoyed larger incomes, but he very 
properly declined to pledge himself to 
any definite policy. The thanks, how- 
ever, of a large number of persons 
were due to him for the promise he 
had made to consider the matter, with a 
view to the Budget of next year. The 
principle was so thoroughly just that he 


would be surprised to hear anyone | 
question it. Lord Goschen, when he 
established the estate duty, said he 


thought it would be generally recognised 
that men with considerable fortunes 
paid less in proportion to their aggregate 
income. That disparity had now been 
remedied to a certain extent. Let them, 
however, compare the present product 
of the estate duty with what it was 
afew years ago. In 1897-98 it produced 
eleven millions. Last year it realised 
fourteen millions, yet in the same time 
the product of the income tax had gone up 
from seventeen millions to thirty-four 
millions. A further readjustment of the 
income tax was therefore necessary. 
They had been told that the imposition 
of a graduated income tax was impossible, 
that the difficulties in the way were too 
great for administrative purposes, but 


he would remind the right hon. Gentle- , 


man that such a principle had been 


found possible of application in other , 


countries. There surely would be no 
difficulty in extending the present system 
of exemptions and partial exemptions 
by way of abatements, and it would be 
just as easy in that way to graduate the 
income tax up to £1,000 or £2,000 a 
year as it was now to graduate it up to 
£700 a year. Whether it should be done 
through the income tax, the estate duty, 
or the inhabited house duty was a matter 
for the consideration of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Never before had the 
holder of that office been able to, raise 
taxation so easily. The House had 
granted supplies for the war and for the 
Civil Service with a lavish hand—too 
lavish perhaps in some directions. The 
country to which he belonged had made 
but one small request of the right hon. 
Gentleman that year. It had asked 
to be treated with justice in the matter 
of the museum grants. The right hon. 


Gentleman had not refused, but he had 

postponed the grant of that measure of 

justice to the Principality of Wales, and he 

earnestly appealed to him to quickly and | 
Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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_ favourably decidethe matter. He begged 
| to join in the encomiums passed on the 
| right hon. Gentleman with regard to the 
| way in which the Finance Bill had been 
carried through. It was a_ piece of 
marvellous parliamentary management, 
and while they disagreed, and would 
continue to disagree, with the right hon, 
Gentleman on many matters, everyone 
would concur in saying that never 
| had a Finance Bill been carried through 
with less friction, having regard to the 


contentious issues involved, or with 
better good temper on both sides. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : In 
the course of these debates a great 


| many hon. Gentlemen have advocated 
;and urged upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
considerable increase in the income tax. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down has not quite advocated that, 
but he has advocated a larger amount of 
exemption at the lower end of the scale. 
It is, no doubt, an attractive thing to 
advocate that a certain section should 
be relieved of taxation, especially when 
that section is a large and influential one, 
but in my judgment the exemptions 
from income tax have reached as far as 
they can, and it would be a dangerous 
thing to continuethem. Looking at the 
exemptions, which are gradually increas- 
ing from year to year,and consideringthat 
at the present time we have exemptions 
extending up to incomes of £700 a year, 
I think we have gone as far as we can 
in considering those at the bottom of the 
scale. The great bulk of those who 
oppose the Government in this Budget 
are those who urge, instead of the coal 


jand the sugar duties, a larger increase 


in the income tax. With regard to that 
I think it is an altogether mistaken 
idea, which is in the minds of those who 
advocate this, that the rich people are 
those who contribute most of the income 
tax; the smaller people are those who 
provide the larger amount of this tax. 
Many years ago I myself urged that there 
should be increased exemptions on small 
incomes, but since I advocated that 
measure the great Act of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, establishing the death duties, 
has enormously altered the whole inci- 
That seems to 
me to be a most important item for 
consideration. 
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The only alteration which could be 
made in the income tax now, if any altera- 
tion be possible, would be an alteration 
in the scale in the direction of differenti- 
ating industrial incomes from spon- 
taneous incomes, that is to say, incomes 
which are earned from various forms of 
industry, and incomes which are derived 
from securities. But inasmuch as that 
would involve a great and wide reaching 
alteration in the whole system, I do not 
wonder that the right hon. Gentleman 
is always putting off the evil day. The 
death duties established by the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouthshire 
have, however, gone a long way towards 
carrying out that idea. That was a 
very important alteration, and one which 
has affected this question very largely, 
and we ought to remember that in any 
consideration we give to it. Some people 
do not think what an enormous number 
of persons there are at the bottom of 
the scale helping to pay the income tax. 
Under schedule D I find there are only 


973 persons who have an income of 
£10,000 a year, whereas there are 
373,000 persons whose incomes are 


only £1,000 a year. That shows that 
the persons who pay the income tax 
are not only the rich ; and those who 
advocate an increase in the income 
tax under the idea that it is only con- 
tributed to by the rich would, if that 
were carried out, place a very heavy 
burden upon those at the bottom of the 
seale, who we all think should be con- 
sidered as far as possible. 

So far as the general system of income 
tax and death duties is concerned, I desire 
to acknowledge that L agree that the rich 
man who is making a large income 
should be comparatively heavily taxed. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down says that the rich man pays 9 per 
cent., which is not a light taxation, but 
considering the amount of income, I 
should not myself object if I had to pay 
such an amount, I should be glad to 
have the income upon the condition 
that I should pay that tax. In the case 
ofa man who by his own energy makes 
a fortune, he after all is a man who 
helps to make the country prosperous, 


and if while he is doing that he makes his } 


fortune and pays his full share of taxation 
upon it, | do not think anyone can say the 
system of taxation is unfair or unreason- 
able. But when a man leaves this world, 
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a different state of affairs altogether 
comes in. During his lifetime he has 
been making a large fortune, and has 
been taxed 9 per cent.,but if he leaves 
a million of money his successors are 
treated very differently. First of all, 
out of the million £80,000 is taken away 
for death duties. So that supposing 
his successor enjoys the remnant of the 
million for twenty years, which is a 
very fair estimate, that figure works out 
that he pays a tax of 3s. 2d. in the £ 
over and above and ordinary income tax. 
I do not think that that is unfair, 
and I should be very glad to receive a 
million upon those terms. The point 
[ am making is that it cannot be 
said if the death duty upon a million 
works out at an annual sum of 3s. 2d. 
in the £ that the rich man is not taxed 
much more highly than the small man. 
The death duties have made our taxation 
immensely fairer than it was before the 
Act was passed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire. To the descendant of the 
next heir of this man the same rule 
applies. He pays £69,000 in death 
duties, and those figures work out to 
show that he pays 2s.lld. in the £ 
over the ordinary income tax, and so on. 
So that so long as that million lasts, 
there is a tax upon that special income, 
which to a great extent does away with 
the injustice of industrial incomes pay- 
ing as much income tax as spontaneous 
incomes. 

In considering the income tax we are 
bound to consider it in conjunction with 
the death duties, and we must acknow- 
ledge, that under the present system 
we have managed to hit the rich man 
fairly well, and I am quite satisfied with 
that. If we look into the future 
we find that half this million comes to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in half a 
dozen generations. If the time should 
ever come when the property of this 
country decreased considerably, it would 
be found that the revenue from these 
sources would greatly decrease, and sink 
to an infinitesimally small sum. The 
death duties are only the result of pros- 
perity, which shows that those who are 
making these millions do establish 
great prosperity, and tend _ to 
make the country what it is. But 
in going into the matter of the 
‘death duties in conjunction with 
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income tax, We must remember also that | 
at the other end of the death duties scale | 
there is a considerable amount of hard- 
ship. Take the case of aman who dies, 
leaving, let us say, insurances to the 
amount of £1,100 ; the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer comes along and takes £44, 
and if those figures are calculated we find 
that the successor pays 1s. 4d. in the £ in | 
addition to the ordinary income tax on | 
the small income that this amount brings 
in. Therefore, in considering the 
possibilities of increasing the income 
tax and the death duties, we must 
be very careful that the scheme adopted 
does not inflict a great hardship upon 
those at the bottom of the scale. I 
do not wish to delay the House, although 
the subject of the Budget is one upon 
which I should like to speak at some 
length, but I must say one thing, because 
so many Members on the other side have 
spoken of the income tax as if it were a 
taxupontherichalone. The real tax for 
the rich is the death duties, and we must 
not imagine that the income tax can be | 
increased to an indefinite extent. The | 
first tax to be reduced should be the 
income tax, for the simple reason that 
so many thousands of people would 
benefit, for although the death duties, | 
as I have said, somewhat equalise this | 
taxation, we must remember those at the 
bottom of the scale, and the great hard- | 
ship inflicted upon them. 

Sirk ROBERT REID (Dumfries | 
Burghs): I wish to say something in 
regard to the subject opened by my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouthshire, to whom I think a very 
inadequate reply was given by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary. 
The right hon. Gentleman reproached 
my right hon. friend for being illogical, 
and accused him of being a pessimist. 
Well, I think we have had quite enough 
of optimism from the time we were told 
that this war was to cost less than 
£11,000.000 sterling down to the present 
time. Is it not true that we have been 
going through the session in a sort of 
fools’ paradise ? We have now had re- 
vealed to us, bit by bit, the true condition 
of affairs in South Africa, the many 
optimistic predictions have been falsified, 
and I think it is desirable to try, as far as 
we can, to dispel whatever illusions there | 
may be in the public mind upon this | 
subject. We have most scanty informa- 


Mr. Bartley. 





| 
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tion from South Africa ; we are under 4 
censorship which ought to be confined 
strictly to military matters, and we have 


| to make out as well as we can from the 


materials provided what is the true 
position that this country occupies. 
The right hon. Member for West 
Monmouthshire told us we should not 
get back any part of the capital that we 
are spending on this war from the Trans- 
vaal. I do not know if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will express any disbelief 
in the correctness of that proposition, but 
I do not think that the Colonial Secretary 
The right 
hon. Gentleman referred to Sir David 
Barbour, who expressed the belief that 
£50,000,000 would be recovered; but Sir 
David Barbour has not bound himself to 
that, he is far too wise a man. I do not 
think anything will be found in SirDavid 
Barbour’s Report which guarantees that 
we shall get that amount or anything at 
allfrom the Transvaal, and it isimportant 


' that we should know that ; and that we 


should know that this war is being carried 
on at our own expense, and will be 
carried on irretrievably and incontestibly 
at ourexpense. Noreal answer has been 
given to the statement of my right hon. 
friend. Sir David estimates that we 
shall have to supplement very greatly for 
the next two or three years the revenues 
of the two South African colonies out of 


the exchequer of this country, in order 


to repair the devastation and_ the 
destruction of farms. With regard to 
the Orange Colony, what Sir David 
Barbour says has already been quoted 
at length by my right hon friend the 
Member for West Monmouthshire. With 
regard to the Transvaal, the Report isa 
little complicated, but it comes to this. 
Taking the revenue at £3,467,000 and 
the expenditure at £4,332,000, there isa 
deficit of £865,000. Against this un- 
satisfactory deficit Sir David points out 
that as the country quiets’ down there 
may be a decrease in the cost of the 
constabulary ; that there may be some 
saving in respect of the Netherlands 
Railway Company ; that the tax on the 
net profits of the gold mines may be 


‘raised from 5 to 10 per cent.; and 
| finally that a steady growth of revenue 


may be anticipated as the result of im- 


|proved administration and the general 


increase of prosperity of the country. 
But the outcome of the Report is, beyond 
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dispute, that this country will not be able 
to look to the Transvaal or the Orange 
River Colony to provide anything towards 
the cost of the war, and that, in ad- 
dition, we shall have to pay out of our 
own pocket the cost of whatever standing 
army may be necessary in order to keep 
the colonies under control. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
will not attempt to dispute that. 

My right hon. friend placed the stand- 
ing army at the moderate figure of 
30,000 ; many people might think that 
excessive, and I earnestly hope that the 
symptoms of the friendly feeling in the 
Orange River Colony to which the right 
hon. Gentleman referred will increase— 
there are certain signs of it apart from 
the few colonists who are now taking up 
arms to prevent themselves from being 
harried by brigands—and_ re-establish 
at an early period good will and tran- 
quillity, so that everyone may settle down. 
We all earnestly hope for that. The 
crucial point that we shall have to decide 
is whether a very large standing army 
will have to be kept in South Africa or 
not. Some hon. Gentlemen have con- 
sistently argued that we should adopt 
methods of government such as would 
be likely to conciliate the population ; 
was not there a little want of generosity 
displayed in using such expressions as 
have been used to those who advocated 
those methods of government ? 

There were other less important ques- 
tions to which reference was made by 
my right hon. friend which have not 
been altogether satisfactorily replied to 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary. One in particular is worthy 
of mention. In the Report of the Com- 
mittee which went out to South Africa 
on the subject of the Transvaal con- 
cessions, the Committee recommends, 
as I read it, that the ordinary shares of 
the Netherlands Railway shall be taken 
possession of by the Government, and 
that no compensation shall be made to 
the shareholders in regard to those 
shares, except to those who held these 
shares before the commencement of 
the war. Now I think I am right in 
saying that nearly 13,000—almost all— 
the shares of the railway were in the 
name of the Transvaal Government. 
During the course of the war they were 
alienated to the German Boers in Berlin, 


who gave large value for them, and they 


{17 JuLy 1901} 
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are now represented by French and 
German shareholders, whose interests 
are being guarded by the Governments 


of their respective countries. According 
to all international usage, when one 
nation conquers another it respects 


private property, and if it takes posses- 
sion of it, it pays compensation. It 
is beyond question that the Nether- 
lands Railway went far beyond its 
functions, and gave very great assistance 
to the Transvaal in carrying on the war 
with Great Britain, and I think it would 
be right to penalise the shareholders for 
having sanctioned such steps, and that 
they should not be allowed to hold their 
shares. But, while acknowledging lia- 
bility in this respect, I think very grave 
consideration should be given to the 
subject before the shares are confiscated 
without compensation. 


The next matter, which I also feel 
strongly about, and to which my right 
hon. friend referred, is the projected 
land settlement in South Africa, as 
pointed out in the Report of the Com- 
mission sent out by the Government to 
inquire into this matter. That Com- 
mittee advocated two plans, one to 
confiscate outright, and the other to buy 
up the mortgages and foreclose upon 
them for settlement in the future. The 
right hon. Gentleman has not expressed 
in the smallest degree any proposition 
in favour of either of these suggestions. 
I hope we may hear from him or the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer his views 
as to the advisability of dispossessing 
these people. After all, when we are 
depriving these two States of their 
independence, it is a strong thing to 
insist on confiscation of this kind. What 
a stimulus and incentive will it not be to 
their inhabitants to go on fighting to the 
last, if they believe that their land and 
farms, which are all they have in the 
world, are to be confiscated or obtained 
by means of foreclosing their mortgages. 
Many farms in the Transvaal are mort- 
gaged up to 50 per cent. of their full 
value. During the war the interest 
falling due on the mortgages has not been 
paid, and the provisions for forfeiture 
have come into operation. Many of the 
farms are held by moneylenders who, no 
doubt, are anxious to obtain the land 
for themselves. The Boers and Free 
Staters are our fellow-subjects, and if 
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we want to live on peaceful terms with 
them in the future we must not permit 
unsettled people to be in the occupation 
of their land when it is all they have. I 
hope some measure will be introduced to 
prevent the mere fact of money due on 
mortgage remaining unpaid being a 
ground for foreclosure and forfeiting 
the land. I hope there will be some 
statement from the Government which 
will relieve the minds of those who 
desire a lasting peace in the conquered 
countries from the apprehension that 
we are face to face with an upheaval 
and disturbance of a character which 
will make it certain that we shall not 
have lasting peace in South Afriea. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am sorry 
to say the remarks of the right hon. 
Gentleman escaped me in replying. I 
had intended to deal with this matter 
but I forgot to do so. I may say at once 
that the Government have not in con- 
templation anything of the wholesale 
character described by the hon. and 
learned gentleman. I agree with him 
that any scheme either for confiscation 
of land or the wholesale purchase of 
mortgages, or turning out the owners 
to obtain the land, would be most inex- 
pedient. It has never been contemplated 
by us, nor do we think that anything of 
the kind would be necessary, even if we 
decided to carry out certain of the recom- 
mendations of the Land Concessions Com- 
mission. We believe there will be plenty 
of land of various descriptions in the 
country which properly changes hands 
and which we may purchase if we desire, 
and which probably, under reasonable 
conditions, we could get at a fair value. 
I do not think, therefore, that any kind of 
drastic or revolutionary proceeding, such 
as the hon. and learned gentleman fears, 
and which I should deprecate, is neces- 
sary. 

sik ROBERT REID: I cannot but 
express the gratification with which I 
have heard the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary. I will only remark 


that the observations made in the Report 


did certainly point in the direction | 
indicated, and it will be a source of much 
gratification that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has no idea of wholesale confisca- 
tion. I do not wish to criticise the state- 
ment which I have heard with so much 


satisfaction, but if the right hon. Gentle- | 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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| man will consider the question he will, I 
believe, see that no confiscation is neces- 
sary, and I hope provision will be made 
that no man’s land shall be confiscated, 

There is only one other matter to which 
I wish to refer, and it is this—my right 
hon. friend the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire made a criticism in regard to 
the small proportion which taxation bears 
as compared with theincrease of debt with 
regard to the cost of the war. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
took a different view, and compared the 
Napoleonic war with this war. Surely 
that comparison cannot substantiate the 
view of the Government. The Napole- 
onic war extended over thirty-two years, 
and cost nearly 400 millions to the tax- 
payer and 600 millions imposed on the 
National Debt. In respect of the South 
African war we have paid to this date 23 
millions out of taxation and 127 millions 
have been placed on the Debt. 

Str M. HICKS BEACH: More than 
twelve millions were raised last year, 
and this year it is estimated that between 
twenty-four and twenty-five millions 
will be raised by additional taxation. 
But we have paid considerable sums 
towards the war out of ordinary taxa- 
tion. 

Sir ROBERT REID: I beg the right 
hon. Gentleman's pardon. [| intended 
to refer to the additional taxation. I 
was under the impression that twelve 
millions were required for an increase in 
the ordinary expenditure of the country. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Of course, 
the taxation imposed during the Conti- 
nental war went to the ordinary adminis: 
tration of the country as well as to the cost 
of the war. The two matters must be 
considered together in arriving at a con 
clusion as to how much expenditure 
should be met out of taxation and how 
much by loan. 


Sir ROBERT REID: Of course, toa 
certain extent there would be additional 
expenditure, and also additional sources 
of income, but both my right hon. friend 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 


Secretary attempted to isolate this 
matter. But however that may be, my 
contention is that we have _ paid 


' £24,000,000 out of income, and we _ have 


added £127,000,000 to the Debt. My 
point is this--that this additional taxation 
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tio to the National Debt. If we will 
have a war, or pursue a course of policy 
which is likely to lead to a war, it is 
necessary that we should ourselves bear 
the great burden of taxation, and not 








put it on the backs of those who are to 
come after us. That is doubly necessary 


when, as now, the affairs of the country | 


are controlled by the great mass of the 
people, who have no leisure to study 
Blue-books, to enter into detailed 
accounts, or to consider for themselves 
on their own responsibility the great and 
dificult problems attending the govern- 
ment of a vast Empire such as this. There 
is at all times too much disposition to 
glorify war, to treat it as a thing which 
inures to the advantage, honour, and 
credit of the country, instead of looking 
upon it, as I do myself, as an indescribable 


calamity, although it may at times be, 
That is abundantly clear from those 


necessary. Under these circumstances, 
it is necessary that the people should see 
that they themselves will have to bear 
the burden of the war. IH, the 
Colonial Secretary says, they are willing 
todo it, do not let us be weak, and, above 
all, do not let us yield to the temptation 
to cast the burden on posterity in order 
to escape the unpopularity of taxation. 

*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): We have listened to a speech of 
the hon. Member for Dumfries which is 
very encouraging by reason of its modera- 
tion, and which shows, I think, that the 
South African question has, in this 
House at least, entered upon a more 
satisfactory phase. But, in spite of the 
moderation of the hon. Member, I 
cannot but think he was a little inclined 
to take a gloomy view of our financial 
position and of the situation generally. 
Our financial position depends on two 
entirely different sets of circumstances. 
First of all, there is the annual peace 
expenditure, which I, for one, cannot 
view without feelings of considerable 
ilarm. But quite apart from that, there 
is the cost of the war. It is the war 
expenditure which has altered our 
financial position and reduced our credit 
Irom its former to its present condition. 
Therefore, we come by this as by many 
other roads during this session to the 
effect of the war upon the national ex- 
penditure. I have supported this war 


as 


from the beginning. Before there was | 
more than a small cloud on the horizon 


\ 
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I ventured to urge, in my obscure 
manner, vigorous intervention in South 
Africa. Having supported the war from 
the beginning, if ever there should come 
a day, which I very much doubt, 
when those who have been concerned in— 
I will not say responsible for—the war 
and in the events immediately leading 
up to the war are involved in unpopu- 
larity, it will be an unpopularity in 
which many of us on this side of the 
House will not be unprepared to share. 
If the expenditure on the war is such a 
serious matter, it is a subject of consider- 
able congratulation that at present the 
issue is perfectly plain. Nothing could 
be clearer than the issue which has 
recently been presented by the publica- 
tion of the Blue-book setting forth the 
intentions and designs of the leaders of 
the Boer armies still in the field. They 
are fighting for their independence. 


despatches. That is the irreducible 
minimum. I was always struck in 
South Atrica with the great importance 
which political questions play in this 
struggle. It is a question of which flag 
is to wave over this part of the earth, 
and considerations of material prosperity, 
civil liberty, and constitutional rights 
are swept away by the South African 
population in order to decide whether 
the Vierkleur or the Union Jack, and all 
the racial significance which attaches to 
those emblems, should be predominant 
in South Africa. The Boers know quite 
clearly that they are going to get respon- 
sible government at some time or other 
after the war. They know what goes 
on in Natal and Cape Colony ; they are 
not unfamiliar with our colonial methods; 
but they do not care about that. They 
want independence, and nothing short 
of it. If we agreed—and this is where 
the financial aspect comes in—to give 
them back their independence, the war 
would come to an end to-morrow, and 
the expenditure would stop. We have 
only to pull down the flag at Pretoria 
and not a shot more will be fired, not 
another soldier killed, and not another 
pound required to be voted by this House. 
Not only that, but the army could come 
home, and the questions of settlement 
of which hon. Members have spoken this 
afternoon would be taken off our hands 
and handed over to another party alto- 
gether. But I take it that there is no 
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arty in this House which is seriously | wish to crush these people, to make they 
party y peop: n 


disposed to advocate the abandonment 


of the proclamations of annexation 
which have been made. We are all 
agreed on that. [Several NaTIONA- 


LIST Members: No, no.}] All but hon. 
Members from Ireland. They, however, 
are perpetually telling us that they do 
not wish to associate themselves in the 
hopes and fears of this Empire ; there- 
fore I do not see why we should pay any 
exaggerated attention to their opinions 
on subjects which they avow do not 
greatly concern them. What is of great 


importance is that this House as a whole , 


is thoroughly agreed upon the principal 
features of the policy that has led to all 
this expenditure which everyone deplores. 

But hon. Members opposite have 
indeed advocated a somewhat curious 
policy. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition, I believe, hopes 
to check the expenditure and to bring 
the war to an end at an early date by 
combining the policy of swords with 
that of olive branches. That is an 
extraordinary policy, and I quite agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman that 
the party opposite is the only party 
in the State who could carry it out, 
for it is the only party which has in 
itself all the elements which make for 
peace and for war. I suppose that if 
under the leadership of the right hon. 
Gentleman this difficult South African 
question was to be attacked, the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Berwick 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for East Fife would advance with the 
sword, and doubtless deal a very shrewd 
blow for the Empire. Then, no sooner 
had the blow been struck, than the hon. 
Member for Northampton and the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs would 
rush in flourishing the olive branch. 
I know my right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer rather resents 
the intrusion of this thorny subject of the 
war into the sober discussions of his 
Budget. Indeed, the war has not only 
prolonged the passage of his Budget, but 
considerably disorganised his finance. 
We have offered to the Boers the most 
generous terms—terms considered to be 
generous even by countries which have 
not agreed with us in the reasons that 
prompted us in this matter—but those 
terms have been rejected. We do not 
Mr. Winston Churchill. 


grovel, or to inflict hard terms upon them, 
but there are two essentials which we 
must secure regardless of expenditure 
and, to a certain extent, of the effect upon 
the finances of the country. All that 
we can do should be directed to obtaining 
those two essentials conditions—annexa- 





‘tion, in the first place, and, secondly, 


a free hand to pick the countries out of 
the pit of ruin into which they have been 
plunged by the necessary events of the 
war. I hope the Government will never 
waver on this second point. I can 
understand the men who say, “ Give 
back the republics to the Boers; we 
think it a crime to destroy nationality ;” 


‘Ll can understand them, but I do not 


agree with them. [Opposition cheers.| 
Yes, but hon. Gentleman opposite cannot 
say that. Oh no; they have committed 
themselves to the policy of annexation ; 
they have committed themselves to 
destroy the nationality. But I cannot 
understand the men who say, ‘ Enforce 
the annexation; bring the republics 
under the British flag,” and at the 
same time, or nearly at the same time, 
urge that under the conditions of peace 
they should be given the representative 
government which you much more 
than they admire. Before we can give 
representative government to the Boers, 
we shall have to wait until the population 
of the country resumes its normal level, 
and until the Boers have something to 
lose again. We have got to wait until 
the railways are running and the mines 
are working, until the farms have been 
rebuilt, and the country is no longer 
disturbed by bands of men who are still 
inflamed by most furious passions. 
We have had a speech from the Colonial 
Secretary which I think has given con 
siderable encouragement to Members 
not only on this side of the House, and 
from that speech it appears that the 
situation in South Africa is gradually 
but steadily clearing. We have heard 
a great deal about the ruin and hatred 
that will follow this war, and the diff 
culties and troubles we shall encounter 
when it is over. The future always 
looks menacing. but I think we shall 
make a mistake if we magnify the diffi- 
culties with which we shall be confronted 
Now is the worst time. There will never 
| be anything so bad as while the war & 
| 
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going on. Although the period of dis- 
content and disorder after the war may 
be longer than the war itself, neverthe- 
less once the actual fighting is over 
the situation will steadily get better and 
better. Therefore I disagree with the 





and if I do not entirely share the in- 











tary, at any rate I cannot help feeling 
very hopeful about the time which is to 
come after the war is over. 

The Colonial Secretary has reminded 
us of the work of British government 
in Egypt—how twenty years ago Egypt 
was distracted and torn, and in just as 
great a2 condition of disorder as are the 
Boer Republics to-day. In Egypt we 
had a disadvantage which I trust we shall 
never have in the settlement in South 
Africa ; we never had a free hand. At 
every turn, step, and stage we were 
hampered by international interference 
and foreign control, by mixed tribunals, 
and by the Caisse de la Dette. It was 
this interference of outside Powers, who 
had no interest in the work of recon- 
struction, but who had a legal locus 
standi, which put obstacles in the way 
of administration and delayed the work 
of regeneration in Egypt. I earnestly 
hope we shall not tie our hands in South 
Africa by making it necessary for those 
who are charged with the difficult busi- 
ness of restoring the prosperity of that 
country to explain every act of adminis- 
tration or whatever they may propose 
to the satisfaction of a legislative assembly 
till bitterly smarting under actual 
military operations. We have the ad- 
ministrative capacity, which I think no 
other country has, to retrieve the disorder 
and disasters which have taken place in 
South Africa, and if we have the men 
the money is on the spot. The recupera- 
tive power of the Transvaal, daubed and 
smeared all over with gold, is enormous. 
Consider for one moment the soothing 
effect upon a population not much 


bigger than that of one of our towns) 


of £20,000,000 a year rising in gold alone 
to the surface of the ground to enrich 
the land and the people. [‘‘ Oh, oh! ”’] 
It is quite true that some of it percolates 
to Park Lane. I do not perhaps agree 
with the hon. Member for the Eskdale 
Division as to the architectural elegance 
of the results in Park Lane, but I quite 
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the Member for West Monmouthshire, | 


veterate optimism of the Colonial Secre- | 
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‘agree with the hon. Member for North 
ampton that this wealth should be em- 
ployed in building farms in South Africa 

, rather than mansions in Park Lane. I 

' think we are all agreed on that, and the 

Colonial Secretary has said we are all 

agreed that we should take from the 

gold mining industry as much as we can 
without either impairing the industry 
or alienating the population. But while 

I agree with the hon. Member for the 
Eskdale Division that Sir D. Barbour’s 

Report by no means accurately estimates 

the taxable capacity of the mining in- 

dustry, and earnestly hope more money 
may be got out of it in the course of the 
next few years, when it is under British 
administration, yet I do not agree that 
we in this country should try to secure 

a large share of the money in payment 

of the cost of the war. I hope we shall 

deal with this question in no ungenerous 
spirit. The right hon. Gentlemanthe Mem- 
ber for West Monmouth has talked about 

a shabby British policy. That is Just what 
I hope we shall avoid in South Africa. 

War never pays its dividends in cash on 

the money it costs. We have sunk in 

South Africa an immense sum for which 

this generation will probably not receive 

an appreciable return in actual money 
value. I do not mind that. This war 
was never a financial speculation. [‘‘ Oh, 


oh!”’]; it was never a piratical enter- 
prise. We have had before us from 


first to last a national and imperial duty. 

We have spent not only money, but what 
is far more precious—healthy and gal- 
lant life, against which it would be an 
insult to balance any sum of money, 
however vast. There is only one return 
you can get for that, and I wish I had it 
in my power to make it the keynote of 
the South African settlement. Let us 
finish this job in style. We can do it 
if we wish, and it is well worth doing. It 
is about the only thing in South Africa 
that is really worth doing. It is in con- 
tented colonies and prosperous popula- 
tions that this country will find its only 
reward for all the sacrifices it has made, 
and an answer final, complete, and con- 
vincing, to all our enemies, whether 
they be abroad or nearer home. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): This is my maiden speech, 
and remembering, as I do, that in this 
‘House, Pitt, Fox, Burke, Palmerston, 
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Peel, Disraeli, Gladstone, John Bright,; Navy and the Army. John Bright 
and my personal friend Henry Richards, | wrote a very straight letter in 1879, 
delivered their orations, I tremble at | in which he said that if Parliament would 
having to addres this assembly. I, keep out of foreign broils, if it would 
would muchhave preferred to address an conduct the Government of the country 
empty House, and to speak only to you, | at an expense of £60,000,000 instead of 
Mr. Speaker. But the fates have ruled | £80,000,000 in the year, if it would 
otherwise, and I can assure you it is a| devote its time and labour to questions 
great ordeal to address you for the first of home interests rather than to those 
time. I feel very much as if I were! which involved the sacrifice of the blood 
about to shoot Niagara. But I must and treasure of the people in remote 
make an allusion or two to the Colonial lands, he might have hoped indeed that 
Secretary. In speaking of Sir D. Bar- Parliament would serve the nation in 
bour’s Report I think he made one or times of depression, and we should find 
two mistakes. Jf lam wrong, 1am sure that such times of suffering would visit 
he will correct me. He said that of the us more rarely. I wish hon. Members 
£3,341,000, the gold-mining companies opposite would take that letter to heart. 
would indirectly pay the greater part. £60,000,000, said John Bright, but 
I should like to know some day whether the Government are now _ spend- 
they paid the £1,100,000 customs duties, ing that sum on the Army and 
or Post Office £135,000, or telegraph Navy alone. Do hon. Members. re- 
returns £84,000, or the profit on the member that in 1895 the Budget of the 
Netherlands Railway, £375,000, There, Liberal Government came to only 
are other items to which I might refer, £96,000,000, and that only £18,000,000 
and, if the right hon. Gentleman does was spent on the Army, and, I think, 
not give me an answer, I will ask a ques- £18,000,000 on the Navy! I am not a 
tion on these points. He also said that pro-Boer, neither am | a Little Englander. 
new war taxes had been imposed to the Does the Colonial Secretary agree to 
extent of £25,000,000 annually. I take that? If he does, why did he write a 
it that the new war taxes imposed last letter to my constituents telling them 
year were to the extent of £12,000,000, | not to vote for me, because if they did 
and this year also they amount to it would be a vote for the Pro-Boer and 
£12,000,000, so I presume he made a: Little Englander party ? Perhaps he will 
mistake in saying “annually.” If I/ tell me one day when we are discussing 
am wrong, doubtless he will correct me. — this subject. 


I am greatly troubled about this’ At the election I pledged myself to 
Budget. £187,000,000 is demanded support the Government in every way in 
from us, or, without the war expenditure securing an efficient Navy. I am like 
in Africa and China, £130,000,000. Richard Cobden in that respect, for he 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has said that he would spend £100,000,000 
been patient, and courteous, and so far in order to maintain the supremacy of 
he has piloted this Bill through Parlia-; the Navy. Our existence as an Empire 
ment very successfully. But at the depends on the Navy. In time of war 
same time he appears to me to be some- if we lost the command of the sea we 
thing of aprodigal. He spoke for economy, should be starved into submission. 
but he practises prodigality. He objects It is most important that we should 
to some of these terrible expenses: have a Navy to compete with any other 
then why does he not follow the example two powers. The Government want 
of Lord Randolph Churchill and resign ? £30,000,000 for the Navy. I have 
If. ever,there was a prodigal who wandered looked into the statistics, and I find that 
from the house of economy and wasted Russia, France, and Germany, combined 
the money of the nation in riotous, spend about £26,000,000 on their 
living, it is the Chancellor of the Ex-j{ navies. It is important that we should 
chequer. If he has repented, let him say | spend sufficient on our Navy, but what 
so, and we will gladly kill the fatted|is more important is that we should 
calf. In looking through this terrible} have to control the Navy men with 
Budget I find that the great increase | practical brain power. What do we 
of expenditure is in connection with the! find? When we commenced this war, 


Mr. Alfred Davies. 
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the powers at the Admiralty were at 
ult with regard to transports; they 
did not act in a business-like way. You 
may spend as much money as you like, but 
if you do not have capable men at the 
head of affairs it is waste. I have been in 
4 perplexed state of mind for some time 
js to the efficiency of the Navy. We 
found the Army most inefficient. What 
proot have we that the Navy is efficient ? 
li we unfortunately should be at war, 
what proof have we that our men-of-war 
vould not be shattered by the guns of 
the enemy, that our boilers would be in 
sod condition, our coal supply ample, 
and our guns up-to-date ? The Govern- 
ment has failed us in connection with the 
War Department. No one can deny 
there was a complete failure at the 
beginning of the war. We have been told 
that we are to have an inquiry, but the 
first Lord of the Treasury, whenever | 
isk him a question about it, gets cross 
with me. I have never yet heard what 
isto be done with those ineapable beings 
who mismanaged the war in its early 
sages. Are they to be cashiered ? Or 
are they to have titles conferred on them? 
What is to be done with them? I feel 
that we ought to carry on the affairs of 
the State in a business-like way. I would 
sive anything for an efficient Navy, but 
| will not vote money unless I am assured 
that the Government will spend it wisely. 
Then £30,000,000 also is wanted for the 
Army. I am opposed to this, and have 
voted against it at every opportunity. 
Why do you want this money ?. To make 
England a military Power. What does 
that mean? That if we have a quarrel 
with an adjoining nation you will fire off 
your guns at once. You are more likely 
to go to war if you make England a 
nilitary nation than you otherwise 
would be. The army expenditure of 
Russia is £30,000,000 ; of Germany, 
£32,000,000 ; of France, £27,000,000. 
You are endeavouring to make 
England a military nation as great 
is, or greater than, any of those Powers. 
The nation does not want to be a military 
Power. The whole nation—man, woman 
ind child—is prepared to fight in a 
righteous cause, and in the old days 
women did fight." I will tell you what 
voucando. You ask for six army corps. 
You can reduce that six at once to three 
it you satisfy Ireland. 
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Bill, T54 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! We 
are now on the Finance Bill, and the hon. 
Member, having discussed the organisa- 
tion of the Army and the Navy, is not, I 
hope, going on to Home Rule. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: If in order, 
I was going to say that if the Government 
redressed the grievances of Wales and 
made the people of London contented 
by having them properly — housed, 
they would have a united nation, which 
would rise as one man if the country was 
attacked or the Empire threatened. 
Am [inorder, Sir? (Laughter.) I hope 
the House will be serious, as I represent 
the stately town of Carmarthen and the 
important business town of Llanelly. | 
want now to refer to the taxation. It is 
necessary to have war taxation, but what 
I complain of is that the greater portion of 
it is put on the working classes. You 
put 2d. on tea, 1s. on beer, 6d. on spirits, 
something else on tobacco, 4s. 2d. on 
sugar, and Is. on exported coal—all of 
which affect the working classes. Why 
do you tax the working classes so heavily ? 
They are prepared to pay their fair share, 
but they ought not to be made to pay 
more. If there was a working man in 
the Cabinet to take up their cause there 
would never be such taxes imposed. About 
one-half of the £2,000,000, which sum Mrs 
Chancellor stated would be raised by the 
export duty on coal, will fall on Wales. 
What has Wales done?) When Wales 
asks for special legislation you turn a deaf 
ear. Why do you not disregard her 
now? According to her population 
Wales should pay only about £80,000 of 
this tax. At the last General Election 
Wales was the only bright Liberal spot. 
All went to the bad except Wales. | 
wonder whether the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer thought he would pay them 
out2 I think he is too high-minded for 
that, but I hope he will give some 
explanation. 

We must look at this Budget in a 
broad light. A Budget of £187,000,000 
means danger ahead. The country can- 
not stand it. But the First Lord of the 
Treasury is master of all on that side of 
the House. He hotly uses the closure, 

;and by depriving private Members of 
their Parliamentary rights is rapidly 
reducing them to the condition of the 
‘“Pedarii’” of the ancient Roman 

| Senate. He has only to bring forward 
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a measure, and they all say “ amen 
it. I hope he will consider whether it is 
right to go on burdening the country to 
the extent of £187,000,000. Party 
government is all very well, but it may 
be carried to too great an extreme. 
-arty government may ruin an empire 
and destroy a nation, and, in conclusion, 
I would ask the House to remember the 
words of a great man—that party is the 
madness of many for the gain of a few. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): | 


I desire to refer to the speech of the hon. 
Member for Oldham, and especially to 
that part in which he so clearly defined 
the Boer position. The hon. Gentleman 
pointed out that nothing short of the 
restoration of their independence would 
satisfy the Boers, and then he asserted 
that the proclamation taking away that 
independence was accepted by all Mem- 
bers on this side of the House, with the 
exception of those representing Irish 
constituencies. I would like to put 
myself right on that matter. I have 
seen no reason whatever to change the 
opinion I have expressed here and else- 


where that the taking away of indepen- : i 
outlined by the Colonial Secretary in his 


dence from the Boers is an act of injustice 
which has no sanction in the usages 
governing warfare, and, speaking for 
amyself and for those for whom I am 
entitled to speak, I say that that is a 
thing which I neither approve nor accept. 
The Colonial Secretary, as an illustration 
of the good time coming for South Africa 
as the result of British rule, quoted 
Egypt. I was careful to notice that he 
made no reference whatever to India. 
British rule has had time to develop fully 
in India, with most disastrous results to 
the natives of that unhappy country. 
In South Africa we are not dealing with 
a coloured population. The fellaheen of 
Egypt may be dragooned and drilled 
into order in the interests of British 
bondholders, but the Boer of South 
Africa is of a different type, and will 
require vastly different treatment. The 
hon. 
“ finishing the war in style.” It is being 
finished in style, but it is a style which 
makes every man who loves the honour 
of his country feel ashamed. War upon 
men is, in all conscience, bad enough ; 
but war upon women and children by 
means of concentration camps 
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to | 


Member for Oldham spoke of , 


and | 


similar methods is an outrage of which | than that admission. The natives living 
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no civilised nation in these days should 
be guilty. 

But I rose particularly to call attention 
to the labour aspect of the settlement 
that we anticipate in South Africa, 
The right hon. Gentleman for West 
Monmouthshire quoted the opinions 
of certain officials of gold-mining com. 
panies in the Transvaal as showing 
what the labouring people of the 
Transvaal might expect when the war 
is at an end. The Colonial Secretary 
in reply said that the Government 
was not necessarily bound to accept the 
opinions of those mine owners or their 
officials. I was delighted to learn from 
that that at length there is some prospect 
of a change in this matter. So far as 
outsiders have been able to judge, not 
only in the negotiations which preceded 
the war, but in the conduct of the 
campaign itself, the Government has 
seemed to exist simply to carry out 
the will of the mine owners in the Trans- 
vaal, coupled with the wishes of the 
wreckers of education at home. If we are 
to have a change for the better, it will re- 
quire to be on different lines from those 


statement this afternoon. He informed 
us that one result of the development 
of the mining industry in the Transvaal 
would be an increased demand for labour, 
both coloured and white. Judging from 
the analogy whish exists in connection 
with the diamond mines at Kimberley, 
which system it is intended to reproduce 
in connection with the gold-mining 
industry in the Transvaal,- we may 
reasonably expect that instead of an 


increased demand for white labour. 
there will be a decreased demand. 
Since the consolidation at Kimberley 


the white population has dwindled to 
little more than half its previous dimer- 
sions. Not only this, but wages in 
Kimberley have been reduced by one 
third under the consolidation of the 
companies which took place there. 
The wages of white men have been 
reduced, and the system now introduced 
is tantamount to slavery. I was interested 
to hear that the mine owners of the 
Transvaal are not going to depent 
upon the native labour as a supply for 
the mines. No more significant state 
ment has been made in this House 
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near the mines refuse at : ny cost to go to | 
work in those mines. A supply of | 
labour must be found. It is said that | 
white men will not agree to work there. 
That is not true. The real trouble is that 
the men who own the mines refuse to pay 
proper wages. 

The policy of the mine owners, appar- | 
ently sanctioned by the Government, 
is to go to West Africa, hundreds and 
thousands of miles away from the mines, 


and by means of a contract with some 


West African chieftain induce coloured 
men to come and take the place of those 
who refuse to work on the spot. Imagine 
the conditions under which this contract 
is to be made. An agent of the mine 
owners goes over to West Africa, and 
tells any type of fairy tale to the chief 
of the tribe in order to get him to sign 
a contract that so many hundreds of 
his people shall be supplied. They are 
taken across the country and when they 
are landed at the mines they find that 
the actual conditions are entirely different 
to the conditions held out to them, and 
if they dare to hold up one finger against 
those conditions they are liable to be 
lashed, fined £10, and sent to prison for 
three months. 

Consider what has happened already 
in respect to the supply of this West 
African labour. A shipload of these 
natives the other day, when they found 
out the conditions under which they 
would have to work, refused to leave the 
ship when they got to the port of dis- 
embarkation. Soldiers were called in 
to shoot them down. Some were killed 
on the spot, and others leaped into the 


ocean, preferring death by drowning to | 


the kind of life to which they were being 
sent. It is now being proposed, appar- 
ently with the sanction of the Govern- 
ment, to supply the mines of the Trans- 
vaal with colouredlabour. Isthe honour 
of the country going to be saved by 
encouraging this kind of slavery ? What 
is the need for it ? Simply that men 
living in Park Lane, some of whom are 
unable to speak the English tongue, may 
grow rich. Two or three mine owners 
have dictated the policy of the Govern- 
ment, and they are now dictating the 
policy of the settlement. Not one of the 
officials recently appointed has been 
appointed without having been recom- 
mended by the mine owners. I should 
like some assurance in regard to the 
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wages that are to be paid to coloured 
men in connection with the Transvaal 
mines. Before the war the coloured 
people working in the mines were being 


paid wages varying from £3 to £3 12s. 
| per month. 


Since the annexation of 
the Transvaal and the partial resumption 
of work in the mines the wages paid to 
the coloured people are only one-half 
those which formerly obtained under 
the corrupt Transvaal Government. 
This is a most serious matter. This is 
being done with the sanction and con- 
currence and assistance of the repre- 
sentatives of this country in South 
Africa. J think we have a right to ask 
by what authority the Commander-in- 
Chief made it a condition—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise upon the question before 
the House, although it may be a proper 
subject to discuss at another time. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I understood 
that upon this Bill we were free to discuss 
everything relating to the war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, not everything 
connected with the war, but only those 
matters connected with this Finance 


Bill. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I understood 
that part of the expense now being voted 
is to meet the cost of civil administra- 
tion of the Transvaal. And my remarks 
were intended to have a bearing upon 
that part of the question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no _ provi- 
sion for that in the Bill before the House. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I will conclude 
by once again reasserting the belief that 
this war will not end, and should not end, 
until the proclamation of the annexation 
has been withdrawn. That proclama- 
tion now lies at the root of all our 
difficulties. From my point of view 
there never was the slightest justifica- 
tion for the war being entered upon. 
But the war having been entered upon, 
it is a blunder amounting almost to a 
crime to make its continuance imperative 
by the proclamation annexing these two 
republics. There can be no settlement 
in South Africa until that proclamation 
has been withdrawn and its evil effects 
undone. Neither side of this House has 
the settlement of this question in its 
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hands. 
have to decide whether annexation is to 
become an accomplished fact. We are 
now familiar with the fact that annexa- 
tion, disguise it as you may, will not be 
accepted by the Boer population in South 
Africa. What isthe alternative? Either to 
withdraw the proclamation or continue 
to sacrifice 200 or 300 lives per week. 


The money expended in connection with , 


this war does not appeal to me in the 
slightest degree. The loss of life, terrible 
as it may be, would not appeal to me if 
those lives were being lost in a righteous 
cause. Butitis terrible to think that our 
brothers and our sons are sacrificing 
their lives in South Africa in a cause 
which, instead of bringing honour, to 
this country, is bringing dishonour, 
because of the policy we are carrying out. 
And all this is being done to enable cer- 


tain men to become richer than they ! 


otherwise would but for this war. We 
are able now to look somewhat calmly 
upon this expenditure, but the time is 
near at hand when this expenditure of 
£100,000,000 a year will be a serious 
matter for our trade and commerce. 
There is not a business man who does 
not know that we are rapidly hastening 
to a crisis in trade compared with which 
all former crises will pall. When that 
time comes this nation will find that the 
expenditure which is now being piled 
up will hang as a millstone round our 
necks, and will tend to add to the gloom 
and the distress which depression in 
trade never fails to bring along with it. 
It has been said that this war is approved 
of by the working classes, but I venture 


to say that six months hence thousands 


and tens of thousands of those same 
working men will be vainly begging “‘a 
brother of the earth to give them leave 
to toil.” They will then realise what 


Imperialism means. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I shall not 
attempt to reply to the peculiar opinions 
which the hon. Member for Merthyr has 
just expressed, or to the random charges 
he has made in reference to almost every 
question connected with the Transvaal. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I have made 


no random charges. I am prepared to 


substantiate every statement I have made. | 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think the | 
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It is the Boers themselves who] Member may best be gauged by the 


‘coal duty cannot be compared. 
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statement he made that British rule jp 
India had been a grave disaster to that 
country. I shall not waste the time of the 
House in replying to such charges as that, 
The hon. Member for Oldham charged me 
with resenting the intrusion of matters 
connected with the war into this debate, 
I have no right to resent their intrusion, 
for I know too well, and no one knows 
better, how grave are the financial diffi- 
culties which South African affairs haya 
caused; but this I will say — that 
I think the debate has been 
somewhat remarkable for a debate on the 
Third Reading of a Finance Bill. This 
discussion of matters connected with the 
war is apt to generate a heat in this 
House to which even the discussion on the 
We have 
had, I am bound to say, a more peaceful 
discussion than I have known in the 
course of the present session upon the 
war, but I cannot think that it has 
been very relevant to the Bill now before 
the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth, followed 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries, went at lengtn into anticipa- 
tions of the future of the Transvaal, of 
the financial conditions which might 
obtain there, and of the burdens which 
those conditions might cast on _ this 
country. Ido not deny the importance 
of those considerations, but how they can 
be connected with the Budget of the 
present year is a matter which I confess 
I hardly understand. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman dealt with that 
matter at considerable length in _ his 
Budget speech. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: That was 


done in consequence of the promise which 


I made to the House that I would make 
some statement upon the chance of 
obtaining some repayment from the 
Transvaal of the sums we had borrowed 
for the war, which is a matter not 
directly connected with the Finance Bill. 
I made that statement, and the right hon. 
Gentleman has read passages from it to 


|prove his own contention that the pro- 
| spects of such repayment are not probable, 


but I did not connect it with this Bill. 
I do not say that in any degree as 
attempting to blame the right hon. Gentle- 
man or the hon. and learned Member for 


value of the charges made by the hon. Dumfries. All I would say is that their 


Mr. Keir Iardie. 
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observations have been amply replied to| hon. Members opposite as a duty that 
by my right hon. friend the Colonial) imposed a very serious and injurious 


Secretary, “with whose views, as expressed | burden on the poor ; 


to-day, i entirely associate myself. 

In regard to the Budget itself, there has 
been a singular absence of criticism. The | 
hon. Member for Flintshire and my hon. 
friend the Member for North Islington 
made some observations on the subject of 
the income tax. The hon. Member for | 
Flint referred to a point in which he has | 
taken a great interest — namely, the | 
effect of the income tax on the poorer | 
class of income-tax payers—and my hon. 


friend the Member for North Islington | 
showed, I think plainly, what I attempted | 
to show to the House the other day, that | 


it was not fair, in talking of the income 
tax, to speak of it as a tax that was 
only paid by the wealthier classes 
of the population, but that the income 
tax is very largely paid by persons 
of very moderate. means, to whom 
increase in she tax is a very 
matter. The hon. 
believe, stated that I had made a pro- 


an | 
serious | 
Member for Flint, I | 


mise on this subject, which certainly I | 


I think he stated that 
the course of 


do not remember. 
[had promised, 
year, 
alteration in the amount of taxation 
under the income tax on the smaller in- 
comes as compared with the larger ones. 
I made no such promise. What I did 
say was that if an income tax of 1s. 2d. 
in the £ became part of our perma- | 
nent taxation, then, undoubtedly, the | 
question would have to be considered of | 
its incidence upon the poorer class of in- | 
come-tax payers, and that I did not think | 
that any alleviatioa to them could be | 
obtained by any change in the system of | 


in 


next | 
to propose to Parliament some | 


while as to the coal 
duty, we know very well how that was 
denounced as likely to close many mines 
and ruin the miners, and reduce the 
mining districts to such a condition as they 
had never known in the history of this 
country. And yet I am told that, having 
| proposed this taxation, I am casting all 
| the burdens of the war, ‘and of the increase 
in the ordinary expenditure of the country, 
on posterity, and have not the courage 
| to face the taxation of the present genera- 
tion. With that exception, I do not think 
that there has been a single criticism of 
the Budget in the course of this debate. 
I know perfectly well that that is not 
due to the fact that every hon. 
Member approves of the proposals in 
the Budget, but rather to the fact that 





hon. Members believe that the Budget, 
in itself, has already been sufficiently 
discussed. I think they feel—and 


some of them have expressed that view 
very kindly, that I have endeavoured as 
far as I could, consistently with the 
necessity imposed on me as Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, to obtain a considerable 
amount of new taxation, to meet their 


| objections—that, as a whole, the Budget 


as it now stands in the Bill which I ask 
the House to read a third time is less 
objectionable than it was in the shape in 
which it was introduced to the House. I 
have only, in conclusion—— 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 


| right hon. Gentleman has not said what 


he proposes to do in regard to the deficit 
on the coal duty. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: The right 


our income tax, but that it ought to be | | hon. Gentleman asks me what I am going 


sought rather by some compensatory 


taxation upon the wealthier classes of | deficit upon the coal duty. 


quite another kind. There is one 
criticism which has been made on the 
Budget by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for W est Monmouth, and en- 
forced by the hon. and learned Member 
for Dumfries, and that is that we have 
cast our burdens on posterity, and have 
laid practically none on the present 
generation. Anyone who has sat, as I 
have had to sit, and listened to the 
objections from the other side of the 
House to the taxation which we have 
imposed, will be astounded at that con- 
tention. The sugar duty was objected 





to over and over again by the bulk of 


VOL. XCVII. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 


year 
me of 


| to do with what he is pleased to call the 
I think it is 
‘a little hard to speak of a reduction 
of the tax as a deficit. I assented 
to that reduction after hearing the 
views of those who were interested in the 
trade as to the effect of the duty as 
originally proposed, and it was ac- 
cepted as a great concession by hon. 
Members. Therefore I do not think 
“deficit” is quite the proper term to 
apply to it. In the course of the present 
what I have done will deprive 
something like £750,000 of 


revenue, and possibly rather more. [| 


cannot at present say how much, because 


one does not know how the exemption 


2E 
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of existing contracts will __fina!ly | strong and well-organised interests, have 
work out. But, of course, the bulk of | been discussed in this House. We 
that will not be a loss to the revenue| have been able, thanks, I think, to 


of future years. The yield of the tax this 
year will be less by that amount than I had 
calculated. But I do not propose to the 


House any taxation to take the place of | 


that loss. I have taken powers in the 
Loan Bill to borrow, as the House is 
aware, some £19,000,000 more than the 
Estimates laid on the Table of the House 
require, and the loss from the coal duty 
will be made up out of the margin of the 
loan. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT : 
you will borrow it ¢ 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: The effect 
will be that there will be less raised by 
taxation and more by borrowing than 
I had anticipated. I should just like 
to say that I demur to the figures 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries. He tried to make out that all 
the taxation that had gone to the war 
was £12,500,000. The £12,500,000 put 
on last year was also put on this year. 
In the second place, he says we shall 
want this £12,500,000 for the ordinary 
expenditure this year, and that conse- 
quently we shall only take for the war 
the sum of £12,500,000. That is an 
unfair representation of the facts. The 
facts are, as I stated to the House at an 
earlier period of these discussions, that 
during the period over which the war 
has lasted we shall have provided from 
the Revenue as received in the two past 
years and as estimated this year some- 
thing like £45,000,000 in all towards the 
cost of the war. I entirely differ from hon. 


Then 


Members who argue that the only 
taxation which should be counted as 


applicable to the war is the new taxation 
which I have proposed. We hada surplus 
of more than £9,000,000 the year 
before last, which went to the war, and 
that came as much out of the pockets of 
the taxpayers as any new taxation will 
do. I have only, in conclusion, to express 
my thanks to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth, and to 
other hon. Members who have been good 
enough to speak far too flatteringly of 
my conduct of this Bill. I have, 
on my part, to thank the House on 
both sides for the manner in which my 
proposals, which I know are full of diffi- | 
culties, which I know are open to criti- | 


cism, and which I know are opposed by | 


Sir M. Hicks Beach, 





fair dealing by all hon. Members in the 
matter, to pass the Finance Bill so far 
without recourse to the closure. [| 
confess that, to me, is a very great satis. 
faction. and I hope I may ask hon. Mem- 
bers now to conclude the debate on the 
Bill and give it the Third Reading. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I am not disposed to offer any Oppo- 
sition to the suggestion of the Chancellor 

|of the Exchequer that he should be 
allowed without the application of the 
closure to obtain the Third Reading of 
this Bill. I am bound to say that I think 
there are other hon. Gentlemen on these 
benches who consider it their duty to 
protest against this Bill, and I do not 
think the discussion ought to be closured, 
I do not think that it is an unreasonable 
thing that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should have to listen to some 
extent to the opinions of the Irish Mem- 
bers on this matter. This afternoon there 
has not been a single voice raised from 
Ireland with regard to this Bill. Speeches 
have been delivered by English and Scotch 
Members, and I think it would be an 
extraordinary thing if a division were 
taken without at least one voice being 
raised as a protest from Ireland against 
the proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. | 
regard the whole of the Budget proposals 
with mixed feelings of indignation and 
pleasure. As an Irish Member I am 
indignant that the Irish people should be 
called upon to pay a single sixpence 
towords the increased taxation proposed 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
whole of this expenditure has been 
brought about by the policy of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
who spoke this afternoon, and however 
the English and the Scotch people may 
regard the war policy of the Colonial 
Secretary, I defy anybody to deny that 
from one end of [reland to the other that 
policy is hated, and detested, and loathed, 
and it has been protested against by the 
Irish people and their representatives in 
this House from the very moment when 
war was declared. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 


fast, S.): Not from Belfast. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The hon. 
Member opposite has interrupted me in 
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order to say that Belfast approves of this 
war policy. I venture to say that if the 
people of Belfast, and even the Orange- 
men, were canvassed as to their opinion of 
the policy of the Colonial Secretary their 
opinion would be found to be absolutely 
against it. Whatever regard the people 
of Belfast may have for Lord Salisbury 
and other members of the Cabinet—and 
the people of Belfast are the most 
narrow-minded and the most bigoted 
in the country—they have got nothing 
but the utmost contempt for the policy 
of the Colonial Secretary. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I 
deny it. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Almost 
one-half of the representatives of the 
north of Ireland are sitting on these 
benches, and they have consistently 
spoken against the war. There are a 
certain number of people in the north of 
Ireland who have more or less supported 
the war, but as the hon. Member for South 
Belfast has intervened with what is prac- 
tically a challenge to me. I make this 
statement, that when volunteers were 
called for amongst the men of the Irish 
regiments of Militia it was, unfortunately, 
the men from the south, the west, and 
the east of Ireland who volunteered for 
active service. There was not a single 
Militia regiment from the province of 
Ulster which volunteered to go to the 
tront. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I must 
contradict that statement. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: There 
may have been a single exception to that 
rule, but I say without fear of contradic- 
tion that my statement is perfectly 
accurate, and that the people in the 
North who are so fond of the Colonial 
Secretary confined their demonstrations 
to the streets of Belfast, and took good 
care not to go to the front where there 
was a chance of getting shot. It is 
absurd for the hon. Member for Belfast 
to interrupt me when I say that the Irish 
people are against this war. I speak of 
the overwhelming majority of the Irish 
people, and I say without fear of contra- 
diction that the policy of the Colonial 
Secretary all through this war is hated 
and condemned by the Irish people. It 
18 @ monstrous thing, and one of 
the most outrageously unjust things 
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|at the end 


whieh Ireland has ever suffered, that , 
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of practically two years 
the Irish people should be called upon to 
consent to the continuance of the pro- 
posals of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
which have been necessitated by the war 
policy of the Colonial Secretary, and the 
carrying on of a bloody campaign in 
South Africa. At every stage of the 
proposals made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer I myself have made a protest. 
I protested at the very first against this 


, war, and I heartily and thoroughly agree 


with the statement made by the hon. 
Member for Merthyr that there never 
can be any hope of an end to this in- 
creased taxation or any chance of a final 
settlement in any part of South Africa 
until the preposterous claim to include 
the Transvaal and Orange Free State in 
the British Empire is abandoned once 
and for all, and until those two countries 
are allowed to be governed as was pro- 
vided by our conventions with them. 
The Colonial Secretary, in the feeble 
reply he made to the speech of the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouthshire, 
tried to ride off on a side issue by drawing 
a parallel between Egypt and the Trans- 
vaal and Orange Free State. The 
Colonial Secretary said that when the 
occupation of Egypt was first decided 
upon it was predicted that it would 
result in a great loss of money and 
prestige to the people of this country, 
anl he quoted papers to show that 


| the revenue and the population of Egypt 


since the British occupation had increased. 
While the Colonial Secretary was 
bragging about this I, as an Irish Member, 
could not help thinking that, whatever 
was the effect of British rule in Egypt, in 
Ireland under British rule the population 
has decreased, and year after year the 
taxation had gone up. I ask any hon. 
member in this House if he considers it is 
a straightforward thing for a man in the 
position of the Colonial Secretary to 
endeavour to lead the people in this 
country to believe that after the lapse of 
time there will ever be in the Transvaal 
or the Orange Free State the same state 
of things which at present prevails in 
Egypt. The circumstances are totally 
different. I admit that in Egypt the 
population has increased and the finances 
are in a better condition, but I say that 
there is absolutely no parallel between the 
case of Egypt and that of the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State, unless you 
abandon this wretched and miserable 
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attempt to govern the people against their | upon a subject. 


will. Unless you do this you will have 
for this and for many generations to come 


The right hon. Gentle- 
man called upon the God of Battles to 
declare that this war was a just war, but 


Chancellors of the Exchequer coming| how have your arms fared in South 


down to this House, as the present Chan- 
cellor comes down, and making proposals 
of this kind to the poople of this country 
to support British rule in South Africa. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 


Africa? You have in the field fifty men 
to one against these brave farmers, and 
| still to-day they are holding you at bay, 
| [An Hon. Member: Where? and laughter, ] 
| I notice some hon. Members are laugh- 


for West Monmouthshire said that | ing, but the military men opposite who 
the Government were not acting | have returned from South Africa are not 
honestly in this matter, and that | laughing. With all your immense army 
almost the total cost of the war|and the resources of the largest empire 


was being raised by means of loans. The | 


Government dare not go to the British 


people and ask them to provide the | 


£60,000,000 which they are asking for in 
the Loan Bill. You are deceiving the 
people as to what this war is really cost- 
ing, and when they thoroughly under- 
stand the burden which has been placed 
upon them, I venture to say that the 
Colonial Secretary and all his actions in 
connection with this war will be con- 
demned and detested by British people 
as much as he is now condemned and 
detested by the Irish people, and that 4s 
saying a good deal. I remember when 
the Colonial Secretary made his first 
speech after the declaration of this war 
nearly two years ago. He made his 
usual remarks about the people of this 
country being in favour of the war, and 
he predicted that it would cost very little 
and that it would soon be over, and he 
concluded his speech by quoting some 
poetry. I notice that latterly he has 
been dropping into poetry again. In 
my opinion poetry is the last refuge of 


the world has ever seen, you are still 
unable to beat these people down. This 
is because the God of Battles, to whom 
the Colonial Secretary appealed, is on the 
side of these people. The God of Battles 
is stronger and more powerful than this 
empire, and while [I protest against the 
expense of this war from an Irish point 
of view, I am glad that the British people 
are being made to pay for the greatest 
crime that was ever perpetrated in the 
name of England or of the British 
people. As this is the last occasion 
upon which we shall have an opportunity 
of speaking before this Bill becomes 
law, I wish to declare from my place 
in this Honse that I believe that the 
Boer Republic will be free and enjoy 
independent self-government in the near 
future when the masses of the people 
of this country will curse the very 
name of the Colonial Secretary. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 291 ; Noes, 


an orator who has nothing else to say 121. (Division List No. 339.) 
AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred | 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour,MajK.R.(Christchurch | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Mr. William Redmond. 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 


| Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Bond, Edward 


Boulnois, Edmund 


| Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
| Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 


Brassey, Albert 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell,Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 





| Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W ore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.-Cameron (Glasgow) 
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Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | H 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile } 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar,T.R.(T’r H’ ml’ts,S.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt HonSirJ(M’nce’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS. War wick,S. W. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnsgn 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A.GH(CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon .Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’ryS.Edm’nds | 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward | 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry) | 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Han,ey 


Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
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ornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
| Horniman, Frederick John 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Kitson, Sir James 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.B.L.( Cambs. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edin burghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mather, William 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| Montagu, HonJ. Scott (Hants.) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
' More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
| Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. | Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
Heaton, John Henniker | Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Helder, Augustus | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Henderson, Alexander | O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury’, 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. | Partington, Oswald 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside Paulton, James Mellor 
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Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 


| Pemberton, John 8. G. 

| Penn, John 

| Percy, Earl 

Howard,John(Kent, I’ versh’m | 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Xtemnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal* Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isle ofWight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand; 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Francis §. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charesl Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clack mannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E. Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Williams, RtHnJ.Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( N orfolk, Mid. ) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
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Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
‘Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan} 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 





{COMMONS} 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, 3. Keir(MerthyrTydv rill) | 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. | 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John J. 
Morton, E. J. C. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid | 


(Devonport) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) | 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. MacNe eill, 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER | Dillon, Mr. 


BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie npon the Table, and to be printed. 


CHRIST’S air: ITAL 
31ILL { Lords]. 


(LONDON) 


report 


| O’Connor, 


| Whitley, 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Hemphill, 
Power, and Mr. 


PEERS (ABOLITION 


the House. 779 


Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, §,) 


| O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, 


John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, James(RoscommonN 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.( Durham 


| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John WG. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
J. H. (Halifax) 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 


Wilson, Henry, J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
Taylor. 


or felony, ordered to be brought in by 


Mr. John Redmond, Mr. 
Mr. Caine, Mr. 


Leamy. 


OF PRIVILEGE) 


4hi. 





* senten 








Reported, om Amendments ; report 
to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 





PEERS (ABOLITION OF PRIVILEGE). 


Bill to provide for the abolition of the 
Privilege of Peerage in trials for treason 





“To provide for the abolition of the 
Privilege of Peerage in trials for treason 
or felony,” presented according, and read 
the first time; to be read a second 
time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
268. ] 


Adjourned at a oe before 
Six of the cloc 
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Thursday, 18th July, 1901. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
Garter King of Arms by his Deputy, 


to the Table. 


House called over. 





Commission appointing a Lord High 
<a ag 
Steward read. Writ of Certiorari, Re- 
turn, and Indictment read, 


Earl Russell brought to the Bar and 
§ arraigned on the Indictment. Objection 
taken by counsel for Earl Russell to the 
said Indictment; objection overruled. 
Then, in answer to the arraignment, the 
‘said Earl pleads “ guilty” to the felony 
: whereof he stands indicted. 





Counsel heard in mitigation of the 
r sentence. 
The said Earl is also heard. 


House adjourned to the Chamber of 
Parliament. 

Then the Bishops deliver a protesta- 
tion and desire leave to be absent when 
. judgment is given upon Earl Russell; 
. upon which leave is given. 

Sentence considered. 
House resumed in the Royal Gallery. 


Earl Russell brought to the Bar and 
informed by the Lord High Steward that 
the sentence of the House, unanimously 
agreed to, was that he be imprisoned for 
three calendar months in His Majesty’s 
Prison at Holloway as an offender of the 
First Division. 

Ordered That John Francis Stanley 
Earl Russell, who at the Bar of this 
House has pleaded guilty to the charge of 
felony bigamy, be imprisoned in His | 
Majesty’s Prison at Holloway, in the 
county of London, for the space of three | 
calendar months, and that he be treated | 
as an offender of the First Division. 

The Commission was then dissolved. _, 

House adjourned during pleasure. | 
House resumed. | 
Ordered that the proceedings on the | 
trial of Earl Russell be printed. (No. | 
165,) 

VOL. XCVIL. 


i 


[FOURTH SERIES. } 
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Norroy King of Arms, permitted to come | 


House adjourned to the Royal Gallery. 


Business. 774 
EARL OF LEITRIM. 
| Petition of Charles Earl of Leitrim, in 
| the Peerage of Ireland, and Baron Clements 
| of Kilmacrenan, in the Peerage of the 
| United Kingdom, claiming a right to 
| vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland ; read, referred to the 
Lord Chancellor to consider and report 
thereupon to the House. 


EARL OF CAVAN. 


Report made from the Lord Chancellor, 
that the right of Frederic Rudolph Lam- 
bart, Earl of Cavan, to vote at the elec 
tions of Representative Peers for Ireland 
has been established to the satisfaction of 
the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


OFFICE OF LORD — CHAMBER 

Petition of Gilbert Henry Heathcote- 
Drummond-Willoughby, Earl of Ancaster, 
Baron Willoughby de: Eresby, to His 
Majesty, praying His Majesty that it 
might be declared that he and _ his heirs 
are entitled to the office and dignity of 
Lord Great Chamberlain of England, and 
that if, contrary to his contention, it 
should appear that the said office and 
dignity are in abeyance between the 
co-heirs of Peregrine and Robert, Dukes 
of Ancaster and Kesteven, Barons 
Willoughby de Eresby, to determine such 
abeyance in favour of the Petitioner ; and 
further that, if His Majesty should be 
pleased, pen/ente lite, to appoint a deputy 
to execute the said office, and that such 
appointment may be made subject to the 
Petitioner’s right, if any should appear 
to exist. Presented (by command): read, 
and referred to the Committee for Privi- 


leges to consider and report. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Dunalley took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 


Xeported from the Select Committee 


| with Amendments. 


2F 





775 
SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.1. ]}. 


Commons’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


Returns, 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
2ist day of March last, “That no 
Private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after Thursday, 27th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2¢; agreed to; Bill read 2% accord- 
ingly and committed ; the Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 

WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 

RAILWAYS) BILL. 
BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 

BILL. 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 

Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 

passed, and returned to the Commons. 


BIDEFORD AND CLOVELLY RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) BILL [H.1.). 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[H.L.]. 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


CHESTERFIELD 


ALDERSHOT GAS AND WATER BILL. 
BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord de Saumarez be _pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Lord de Mauley ; read, and 
agreed to. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Moved, That the order made on the 
2lst March last, ‘That no Provisional 
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Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
| House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 27th day of June next.” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
now read 2¢; agreed to; Bill read 2 
accordingly, and committed to a Com. 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


NAVAL WORKS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDER) BILL. 

Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

Read 34 (according to Order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


CLYDEBANK BURGH TRAMWAYsS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [x1] 


EDINBURGH AND LISTRICT WATER 


ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [4.1,}. 
Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 


to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 167.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AFRICA No. 6 (1901). 
Correspondence respecting the Uganda 


Railway. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2659. Norway. 
No. 2660. Colombia (Barranquilla). 
No. 2661. Costa Rica. 
No. 2662. Turkey (Beyrout, etc.). 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Report of the Commissioners for the 
period from Ist April, 1900, to 3lst 
March, 1901. 


30ARD OF TRADE (LABOUR 
DEPARTMENT), 

I. (Wages and Hours of Labour)— 
Report relating to changes in 
rates of wages and hours of labour 
in the United Kingdom in 1900; 
with statistical tables. 
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i 


‘om the IL (Strikes and Lock-outs).—Report THE IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
second hy the Chief Labour Correspon-- THe Duke or ABERCORN: My 
next,” dent of the Board of Trade on the | Lords, I am induced to ask for a Select 
Bill be strikes and lock-outs of 1900; Committee on the recommendations of the 
ead 8 with statistical tables. Fry Commission owing to the unsatis- 
. Com- factory answers that I obtained about a 
Tow, ARMY. week ago, when #I addressed a series of 
Paper by the Secretary of State laying questions to His Majesty’s Government 
NAL jown the requirements for our Army, | respecting the procedure in the Irish 
lated Ist June, 1901. Land Commission. I am also prompted 
'), and by the desire of an enormous number of 
RAILWAY RETURNS. land owners in Ireland who are most 


i Returns as to the capital, traffic, anxious that, whilst their property is 
ONAL J receipts, and working expenditure, etc., being taken away from them, they should 
ofthe railway companies of the United | have some idea as to the procedure by 
rith the | Kingdom, for the year 1900. which their rents are being year by year 


ne reduced. Your Lordships may recollect 
— Presented (by command), and ordered that on Thursday last “g asked six ques- 
tolie on the Table. tions of the Government respecting the 

WAYS BOARD OF EDUCATION recommendations of the Fry Commission 
[H.L.}, ek to the Land Commission, with regard to 


VATER Report to the Board of Education of those which they accepted, those which 
tee ~ the proceedings of the Charity Commis- | they declined to accept, and those which 
pa iioners for England and Wales under the they also thought it better that they 
t), and J Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1899, for | should not accept. That Commission was 
the year 1900, composed of five gentlemen. There were 
si ss . two competent British land valuers, one 
SIONAL #SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY (nut:nalet eclicitcr and an ; ris 

SOCIETIES (POST OFFICE. SAVINGS Nationalist solicitor, and an academic 
} . BANKS FUND) (SAVINGS BANKS Unionist, and they were presided over 
ead 1"; f FUND) (FRIENDLY SOCIETIES | by a gentleman who had been a most dis- 


to the § FUND). tinguished judge, and who was and _ is 
Accounts for the year ended 31st nowa mosteminent lawyer. It appeared 

December, 1900. to everyone that these gentlemen were 

the most competent to give decisions on 

TC. PILOTAGE. the various points brought under their 


Abstract of returns relating to pilots notice, but except in very minor cases 
and pilotage in the United Kingdom (in these points have been almost entirely 
¢ continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. ignored by the Land Commission. To 
Uganda 9 965, of 1900) (as furnished by the various these questions I received no satisfactory 
Pilotage Authorities). reply from the noble and learned Lord 


laid before the House (pursuant to who responded on behalf of His Majesty’s 


RIES). : : Government, and I therefore feel con- 
ah Sh ance 60: Sines Vie Pale. strained to ask your Lordships to grant a 
ila). ae Select Committee in order that these 
. wa points to which I have referred may be 

¢.). PETITIONS. | fought out and sifted. 
— | There is no intention of asking that 
ION, DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUB. | this Select Committee should be ap- 
for the STANTIATION. pointed to take over again any evidence 


to 31st | Petitions against alteration of ; of in- | 0” the subjects upon which evidence was 
babitants of Tewkesbury; and Gloucester ; taken by the Fry Commission. It would 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table, | P¢ limited almost entirely to ascertaining 
| certain facts relative to the recommenda- 
| tions made in the Report of that Commis- 
bout FINANCE BILL sion, and to a few questions which have 
3 eas arisen, or have become urgent, since that 
inges 11] Brought from the Commons ; read 14; Report was issued. Least of all is it 
of — - bee printed ; and to be read 2¢ on | intended to examine the Judicial Land 
35 , Sais.) (No creas Privy Seal, M. Commissioner, or any other judges of 
: ; . the High Court, as to their reasons 


2F 2 


UR 
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for any decisions which have been 
given by them on questions of law. 
Therefore your Lordships will see that 
this Select Committee, if it be granted, 
will in no way interfere with the deci- 
sions of the Land Commissioners. It 
will simply inquire into the procedure 
adopted by the Land Commission, 
changes in which have been strongly and 
unanimously recommended by the mem- 
bers of the Fry Commission. 

With regard to Reference No. 1 in my 
motion, the recommendations of the Fry 
Commission which have been already 
adopted are more or less known, but it 
seems necessary that they should be in- 
cluded in the reference, partly to enable 
the Select Committee to present a com- 
plete report, and partly to afford an 
opportunity of ascertaining how some of 
them are carried out in practice, and 
whether anything could be done to meet 
some of the objections to them in their 
present form which were mentioned by 
me in my speech in your Lordships’ 
House on 11th July. With regard to 
Reference No. 2, the proposal to obtain 
a list of recommendations which have not 
been adopted is again a suggestion largely 
intended to enable the Select Committee 
to present a complete Report, but it also 
has a distinct connection with Reference 
No. 3 and Reference No. 4. I now come 
to Reference No. 3. There has always 
been considerable uncertainty as to the 
recommendations which could not be 
carried into effect without new legisla- 
tion. It would, therefore, be important 
to have a definite report on this subject, 
as it would enable those interested to con- 
sider whether it would be desirable to ask 
for new legislation upon all or any of them. 
Reference No. 4 would enable the Select 
Committee to obtain from members or 
ofticials of the administering tribunals full 
particulars of the objections entertained 
by those tribunals to each of the Fry 
Commission recommendations which have 
not been adopted. Such a course could 
hardly fail to have a satisfactory result. 
In some cases the evidence might satisfy 
all parties that certain recommendations 
ought not to be pressed. In others, dis- 
cussion might result in removing the 
objections hitherto entertained by the 


tribunals, or in the suggestion of modifi- ; 


sations of the recommendations, or in‘the 
proposing of new and more acceptable 
recommendations. With regard to Re- 
ference No. 5, in his speech on July 11th 


The Duke of Abercorn. 


{LORDS} 


the noble and learned Lord the Lord 





Coimmission. 


Chancellor of Ireland said— 


“he was told that the prices were circulated 
most carefully, and that every means was 
taken to enable people to know the prices.” 


This statement gave no information what- 
ever as to whether, and in what way, the 
prices of agricultural produce and stock 
are taken into aceount in fixing judicial 
rents, which is what we in Ireland are 


endeavouring to obtain from the Land | 


Commission. With regard to Reference 
No. 6, experienced valuers have frequently 
said that “all the circumstances of the 
holding and district ” are certainly not 
taken into account in the fixing of judicial 
rents, and the Fry Commission (at page 
20 of their Report) explicitly say that— 
“in point of ‘fact, fair rents are now ascer- 
tained, with rare exceptions, by reference only 
to what we have called the technical line oj 
evidence, and the circumstances of the case and 
of the districts do not receive that consideration 
which the Act of 1881 directs.” 

The general object of this reference is to 
enable the proposed Select Committee to 
ascertain to what extent these statements 
are well founded. [know that this is a 
very dry subject, and one that can interest 
but few of your Lordships living on this 
side of the water, but it is of immense 
importance to those who live on the other 
side of the water. They feel it most 
deeply. I therefore respectfully and 
earnestly hope that His Majesty’ 
Government will accede to my request 
for the appointment of this Committee, 
and I beg to ask, if the Government 
decline, for the sympathies of other noble 
Lords in supporting me. We are not 
asking for anything in any manner out of 
the ordinary way. We simply ask for 
justice. The people of Ireland, the land- 
owners of Ireland, who have their rents, 
as I have said, greatly reduced, 
think it only right that they should be 
able to have a knowledge of the manner 
and the procedure under which their 
rents are soreduced. I think your Lord. 
ships will agree with me that this isa fait 
and reasonable request. In England 
when any land is taken away by com 
pulsory means for any public object 
railways, or anything else, evidence i 
taken on oath, and that evidence is the 
cause of the verdict for the appropriation 
of the land, and the amount to be given for 
the appropriation. We in Ireland unde! 
the Land Commission have no evidence 
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sath. Evidence is entirely voluntary, and 
the witnesses, as a rule, are men without 
my expert knowledge of the value of 
nd. They are brought into court for 
the purpose of giving evidence in the 
manner that seems best to their own 
minds. Having made these few remarks, 
Ibeg to move that a Select Committee be 
appointed. 





Moved, that a Select Committee be 
appointed to ascertain and report :— 
}, What recommendations of the Fry 
Commission have been adopted ; 2. What 
recommendations have not been adopted ; 
3. What recommendations could not be 
adopted without new legislation; 4. What 
objections are entertained by the existing 
tribunals to recommendations which they 
have so far refused to adopt ; 5. Whether, 
ad in what way, the average prices of 
Irish agricultural produce and stock (as 
annually published by the Land Commis- 
son, and now published by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture) are considered and 
taken inte account in the fixing of judi- 
dal rents; 6. Whether, in determining 
the fair rent of a holding, pursuant to the 
provisions of Section § of the Land Law 
(Ireland) Aet, 1881, there are any (and, if 
so, what) “‘circumstances of the case, 
holding, and district” (other than that 
specified in Section 8, Sub-section 10) 
which the Land Commission do not take 
into account, and what are their reasons 
ior refusing to take same into account.— 


(The Duke of Abercorn.) 


Lorp CLONBROCK : My Lords, in 
rising to second the motion I wish to 
support what my noble friend has said as 
to the apparent impossibility of getting 
the information we wish to have in any 
other manner. The Lord Chancellor for 
Ireland has spared no pains to give us all 
the information in his power. He has 
told us that all the points to which these 
questions refer are covered by judgments 
of the Court of Appeal and the Land 
Commission. These judgments are public, 
and are accessible to everyone. 
we wish to know is the nature of the 
instructions that are given by the Land 
Commission to the Assistant Commis- 
‘loners in pursuance of these judgments. 
Weare told in general terms what the 
Instructions are, but we wish to know the 


48 a guide to people whose property comes 
under the Land Act of what they may 
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What | 


nature and the tenor of the instructions . 
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expect as to the course of inquiry, and 
the points to which the most importance 
will be attached. Apparently my noble 
and learned friend Lord Ashbourne is not 
in a position to give the information. I 
think the reason is a tolerably clear one. 
He has repeatedly told us that the Land 
Commission is entirely separate from the 
Government ; that they are not a 
Government department, or in any way 
responsible to the Government for the 
mode in which they administer the law ; 
therefore we want to get the information 
from the fountain head. Mr. Commis- 
sioner Bailey, a legal Sub-Commissioner 
of very great experience, gave in 
February last his interpretation of the 
judgments, or some of them, to which 
reference has been made. Now, we wish 
to know whether the Land Commission 
concur in his interpretation of those 
judgments, and, if not, whether they have 
signified their dissent to him, because it 
is clear that otherwise his interpretation 
will be adopted by his colleagues. The 
interpretation appears to us to be open 
to objection, and therefore we wish to 
know whether the Land Commission con- 
cur with Mr. Bailey or not. The points 
are of an entirely technical description, 
and I do not propose to go into them in 
detail. I merely ask whether the Com- 
mission concur with Mr. Bailey, and if 
not, why not ? 

Mr. Commissioner Bailey, two years 
ago, gave a judgment, and the matter was 
brought before the House by Lord 
Templetown, and the answer then had to 
be given that Mr. Bailey was abroad, and 
therefore it was not possible to obtain 
any information as to whether the report 
in the newspapers was correct or not. 
But Mr. Commissioner Bailey on that 
occasion laid down that it was not 
the practice in valuing land, if the 
Commissioner thought a farm rented 
too highly, to reduce the rent unless the 
tenant applied to the Commissioners, and 
so similarly if they thought a farm too 
low rented it was not their practice to 
raise the rent unless the landlord applied. 
The result therefore appeared to be that 
Mr. Bailey and his colleagues fixed unfair 
rents on account of the omission of the 
landlord or the tenant, as the case might 
be, to apply for a change. We should 
like to know whether information has 
been given to Mr. Bailey or his colleagues 
as to whether that was a proper course 
for those who valued farms to adopt. I 
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have put a question on the Paper which I 
think it would be more convenient that I 
should now submit. It is— 
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1. Whether it was at any time (and if 
so between what dates) the practice of 
the Irish Land Commission, or of their 
Assistant Commissioners, or of indepen- 
dent valuers, or court valuers appointed 
under Section 48 (4) of the Land Law 
(Ireland) Act, 1881, to value a holding 
on the assumption that same was wholly 
or partly in the landlord’s hands, and to 
estimate what rent (on that assumption) 
he might expect to obtain from a prudent 
and solvent tenant. 

2. In the case of Assistant Commis- 
sioners and valuers to what extent was 
any such practice due (1) to instructions 
from the Land Commission, and (2) to 
the initiative of the Assistant Commis- 
sioners and valuers themselves. 

3. Under what cireumstances was any 
such practice discontinued, and will His 
Majesty’s Government ask the Irish Land 
Commission to furnish for the informa- 
tion of this House copies of any rules, 
minutes, orders, or instructions issued or 
made by them under which any such 
practice was discontinued. 

I hope that the noble Lord in his reply 
will be able to answer the question with 
reference to the instructions which were 
issued a long time ago by the Land Com- 
mission to valuers as to the methods they 
should adopt in valuing land. I find that 
in 1882 the then Secretary of the Land 
Commission, writing to the valuer, Mr. 
Gray, said— 

‘** You will give your opinion of the present 
fair letting value of each holding, irrespective 
of buildings, and on the assumption that the 
holding is actualiy in the hands of the landlord, 
and now to be let.” 


In his instructions to valuers, dated 
February, 1882, Sub-Commissioner Ulick 
Bourke said— 


‘In ascertaining the value of these farms 
you will please to state what, in your opinion, 
would be the annual sum that a tenant of 
ordinary capital, skill, and intelligence could 
afford to pay, one year with another, for the 
several holdings as they stand, with all their 
surroundings, regarding the cireumstances of 
the holding and district, and assuming that 
the landlord had the farms in his own hands 
to let toa solvent tenant for a period of fifteen 
years. 


Again, in February, 1882, Sub-Commis- 
sioners 


Lord Clonbrock. 
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Roche, Lynch, and Morrison , 
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gave this instruction to an independent 
valuer— 

“ The present letting value of lands, exclu. 

sive of buildings, assuming them to be in the 
landlord’s possession.” 
It would appear, therefore, that in the 
earlier operations of the Land Commis. 
sion they did request their valuers to 
value land on the assumption that it was 
in the landlord’s hands. What I would 
like to know is when the instructions 
were given, when they were modified, 
if they have been modified, and when dif- 
ferent instructions were given. This is 
a matter of the gravest importance, be- 
cause if the position of an occupying 
tenant is so different from that of a new 
tenant, it is clear the occupying tenant 
must be possessed of something which 
the new tenant has not, and it is impos- 
sible for any ordinary layman to dis- 
tinguish that from an occupation interest 
which has been ruled to be illegal, and 
not to be a basis to be considered in fixing 
rent. The present reduction of rents is a 
matter which puzzles everyone. So far 
as prices go, the figures published by the 
Agricultural Department in Ireland show 
that prices are at least’ as high as they 
were fifteen years ago, and, in spite of this, 
rents are being reduced 20 or 25 per 
cent., and it is clear, therefore, that 
the reduction cannot be on_ the 
basis of variation in prices. — This 
is a matter on which we would like 
information. It is desirable that some 
information should be given as to the 
basis for fixing rents. The county of 
Cheshire in England resembles Ireland in 
its agricultural and pastoral conditions, 
and I wonder if anyone connected with 
Cheshire would agree that the rents 
ought to be twenty-five per cent. lower 
than they were fifteen years ago. 

I suggested last year that there were 
certain things which might be added to 
the pink schedule. The answer of my 
noble friend was that the Land Com- 
mission were of opinion that the pink 
schedule was already overloaded. We 
should like to know why they think 
so, because it is felt by people con- 
nected with land that too much in- 
formation cannot be given in_ the 
pink schedule. The Land Commission 
try to persuade us that it is agamst 


‘the interest of the landlord to place 


this information on the schedule, but 
I think their chief objection to plac 
ing it on is that it would involve 
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additional work. I will give your Lord- | they have not done others, how far their 
ships one particular point. I had a pink | decisions will be carried and which are to 
schedule in my hand last year in which | be considered final. It is obvious that 
“100 perches of fence” was mentioned, such an inquiry would be far reaching, 
but it was not specified whether the fence and if my noble friends are dissatisfied 
was stone wall, mud bank, or wire, and, from their point of view, it may be that 
therefore, there was no way of ascertain- | others who are dissatisfied from another 
ing as to how far it was a permanent im- | point of view may ask also for an inquiry. 
provement. It seems to me very proper It would be very difficult for a public 
that in a ease of that kind some descrip- Department continually called upon from 
tion should be given of the fence and its one side or the other to satisfy Committee 
position, and, if possible, that it should inquiries to properly discharge its duties. 
beaccompanied by a map. I hope His On the several occasions on which ques- 
Majesty’s Government will see their way tions have been asked I have answered as 
togrant this request, and I trust that we fully and as fairly as I could. I told my 
shall not be accused of attacking the noble friend Lord Clonbrock last year a 
Government. As the Government have great number of things that had been 
assured us that the Land Commission is done by the Land Commission in 
entirely independent ofand not responsible deference to the Fry Commission Report. 
tothem, why our request for definite in- I read a long list showing that the Com- 
formation should be regarded as an attack mission were doing whatever their 
o the Government entirely passes my experience told them was right. Last 
comprehension. week I gave a list of eight recommenda- 
Taz LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- | 2%*.0! the Fry Commission, whiet, since 
LAND (Lord AsupovrNe): My Lords, I adopeal by the Lal Commission, and 
itis Guan tadeed thane wokatiens esas cim adopted by the Land Commission, and 
once in several years, and I have loyally nid ee 
Tiudeees ox’ sive tex tlk sineaitbe Government what attitude I take in 
answers. | have put myself in the frame escngelg denlncriege Mage ae onl cipags 
of mind to give as full information as si: Ae i corr oa oe ane 2 
posible, and Oe Wis dak ceucteicl is the Land Commission on all the points 
Sie “ating as to which I was interrogated on the last 
from no lack of desire on my part. It oecasion : 
appears that I was particularly unfortunate Pe . 2 : 
on the last occasion, because the moment My noble friend wants the Committee 
I sat down—it was at a critical time, ten t© ‘inquire into and report what 
minutes past eight—notice was given recommendations of the Fry Commission 
that my answer was so unsatisfactory that have been adopted. Why, I have told 
this motion would be made. Ido not him three times over in this House. 
take it as an attack on the Government, Then he wants the Select Committee to 
as my noble friend asks me not to take it. m4uire into and report what recommen- 
0, but, at the same time, its effect is a ees — — Eee 
none the less serious , > working the noble Lord also knows, and the Land- 
se ie fovea the eons’ Conant te 2 Tet of them 
the Lan , issi ‘cause i e has nothing to do but to subtract one 
ofthe Land Commission to be told that Committee of your Lordships House to 
one of the Houses of Parliament js so imduire into these points I cannot under- 
dissatisfied as to their conduct that they stand. Then the noble Duke wants to 
have gone to the trouble of appointing ‘a know what recommendations cannot be 
Select Committee to examinine into all | 2dopted without new legislation. I have 
their doings | given point after point in all the important 
™ | matters that cannot be met without fresh 
THE Eart or MAYO: No, no. legislation, and the report of the Land- 


inn ‘ — : owners’ Convention, of which I think the 
Lorp ASHBOURNE: Well, into a) noble Duke is either president or chair- 








great many of their doings. | man, shows that my noble friends are also 
THE Ear, or MAYO: No in possession of that information. The 


i. ‘ ‘next point they want the Committee to 
Lord ASHBOURNE: To __ inquire | inquire into and report on is, what objec- 
why they have done some things, why tions are entertained by the existing 
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tribunals to recommendations which they ; the assumption that the lands were in 


have so far refused to adopt? 
pointed them out repeatedly in my 
speeches, and several times indicated 
the decisions of the Land Com- 
missioners themselves, and of the 
Court of Appeal. The next point is 
on the subject prices and the 
cost of production. 
last occasion, and I may just refer to it, 
that there was a large volume of prices 
compiled by the Department presided 


of 


I have | 


I mentioned on the | 


over by my friend Mr. Horace Plunkett, | 
presided over by a judge of the High 


and that that very careful document was 
circulated amongst those people who have 
the duty of considering how prices bear 
on value. 

Then came what my noble friend ad- 
mitted was a very special point. I quite 
recognise its importance—“ whether, in 
determining the fair rent of a holding, 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 8 of 
the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881, there 
are any (and if so what) ‘circumstances 
of the case, holding, and district’ (other 
than that specified in Section 8, Sub-sec- 
tion 10), which the Land Commission do 
not take into account, and what are their 
reasons for refusing to take same into 
account?” It is hardly possible to 
imagine a more searching cross-examin- 
ing question than that to be addressed to 
a tribunal, and it is obviously ‘of very 
greatimportance. My noble friend pre- 
sented to the House that it was obviously 
of the utmost importance in his eyes and 
those of all his friends. All his argument 
was addressed to that last point, because 
it really deals with what is the meaning 
of fair rent. More than half the speeches 
of my noble friends the noble Duke and 
Lord Clonbrock, have been directed to 
the point of getting not only at the defi- 
nition of fair rent, but the elements that 
should go into the ascertainment 
of fair rent, obviously topics of 
the first importance. I see that my 
noble friend assentstothat. The noble 
Duke, with the fairness and candour 
which always marks his dealings with the 
House, was good enough to send me a 
private memorandum on the last occasion 
on the sixth question, that what he par- 
ticularly wished to know was this—was 
fair competition value taken into account 
in fixing judicial rents? The meaning of 
that of course was a reference to the fact 
that the Fry Commission had given a 
definition of fair rent, which rested on 


Lord Ashbourne. ! 


the occupation of the landlord, and that 
was the governing, pivoting set of words 
in the Fry definition of fair rent. That 
is a matter that came for decision before 
the Court of the Land Commission. Of 
course it was there as a recommendation 
from the Fry Report, but the Fry Report 
was not a judicial pronouncement ; it was 
the suggestion of men in perfect good 
faith as to what they hoped might be 
made into a definition. But when the 
matter was submitted to a court of law, 


Court, and the points argued, the learned 
judge arrived at the conclusion that the 
words in the recommendation of the 
Fry Commission were not consistent 
with the Act of 1881, that they 
introduced the element of com- 
petition value, and that therefore 
he was unable to accept them as a defini- 
tion applicable to all cases. That was 
the judicial decision of the judge of the 
High Court who presides over the Land 
Commission. That was. not, of course, 
acceptable to my noble friends, who have 
always sought in some shape or form to 
get at this element of competition, 
Therefore it was that my noble friend, 
the noble duke, very kindly sent mea 
memorandum showing that what he now 
wanted was not the element of strict 
competition value, but the element of 
fair competition value. That is a very 
important question that I know has 
attracted a good deal of attention, and 
my noble friend Lord Clonbrock has 
supplemented it by drawing my attention 
by the series of questions he has made 
—very searching ones—to know whether 
certain decision of Mr. Commissioner 
Bailey, in Walker v. Lord Gosford, was 
accepted. That pivoted upon the words 
“fair competition rents,” while the noble 
Duke used the words “ fair competition 
value.” 

Now obviously these questions are of 
the very highest and of the most extreme 
importance. My noble friend Lord 
Clonbrock introduced the question 
whether in the early days of the Land 
Commission—I think he said February, 
1882—there was not a letter sent by Mr. 
Godley, the then Secretary to the Com- 
mission, to Mr. Gray, a valuer, in which 


the words “in the landlord’s possession ” 


were used in reference to valuation. All 
I can say in reference to the matter is that 
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none of the present Commissioners were 
in office then ; they are only responsible 
for their own procedure, and their deci- 
sion in reference to the matter is laid 
down with the most absolute clearness in 
the case of Ripley v. M‘Naughten, that 
they could not and would not accept the 
words “in the landlord’s possession.” 
That is their attitude as to what they 
believe to be the requirements of the law 
in reference to the case, and it would not 
be right or proper for me to discuss that 
matter. The Court of Appeal was asked 
whether the Fry definition could be 
applied, and they declined to answer 
abstract questions. But Lord Justice 
FitzGibbon indicated that if the words 
were to be dealt with in an abstract way, 
he did not see how a definition could be 
made applicable to all cases which rested 
upon a false assumption of fact. I do 
not discuss the matter at all. It 
may come up when I am present in the 
Court of Appeal, and when I may have to 
give an opinion upon it. 

I am asked pointedly by Lord Clon- 
brock what I had to say in reference 
to the decision of Mr. Commissioner 
Bailey, who refused to allow “fair com- 
petition rent” as atest. My noble friend 
Lord Clonbrock said he wanted to know 
how far the Land Commission concurred 
in the decision of Mr. Commissioner 
Bailey. I am sure my noble friend cannot 
be aware that these cases are under 
appeal. The idea of suggesting to have 
aCommittee of your Lordships’ House to 
inquire into the developments of a case 
now pending is obviously a matter which, if 
my noble friends were aware at the time, 
they would not have put forward. That 
is practically all that I have to say. 
The suggestion of having a Committee 
of the House to inquire into that 
case, and not only into the particular 
case under appeal, but it may be into 
other cases waiting decision, is a matter 
on which I could say more, but I do not 
think it would be reasonable to oceupy 
your Lordships’ time. I have said that 
it is a serious thing to distract a great 
department with an immense amount of 
work on its hands. It would be very 
undesirable to have a Committee of 
your Lordships’ House, not composed of 
experts, to inquire into the decisions of 
the Commission. It would be outside 





should 
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the range of all precedent and fitness to | 
suggest that cases that are waiting appeal 
be submitted to the discussion 
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and examination of a Committee of this 
House. 


*Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, on 

last Thursday night the debate came to a 
sudden conclusion, and I had not then 
the opportunity of answering the speech 
‘made by the noble and learned Lord. 
The speech made on that occasion was 
one that did not answer our questions. 
The noble and learned Lord on that 
‘evening made use of the following 
words :— 


“He had to look at the matter from a 
reasonable standpoint. The legislation which 
they were condemning represented the law of 
the land. It must be fairly administered, and 
one must apply one’s mind to it if one was to 
| understand what was reasonable and proper 

in reference to all that was said on the 
| subject.” 


I quite agree with the noble and learned 
Lord as to the Act of 1881 being fairly 
administered as to the strict letter of the 
law, but it has been hardly administered. 
|A great many of your Lordships must 
remember the circumstances maintaining 
in Ireland when that Act passed the 
Second Reading. To bear out what I say 
I should like to quote the words of the 
Lord Chancellor, Lord Selborne, on the 
Second Reading of the Land Act of 1831, 
on August 2nd. He said— 


“Whenever you find that the customs, 
habits, and life of men have become developed 
beyond the letter and strict terms of the law ; 
whenever you find that the interests of large 
and important classes have grown intermixed, 
entangled with each other in a way that 
makes some readjustment necessary for the 
safety of society ; whenever that happens, 
however fixed the law may be, still the same 
moral necessity arises for the exercise of legis- 
lative power to make readjustments, whether 
they be large or small, whether they may seem 
violent or easy, which that state of circum- 
stances renders necessary.” 


Lord Selborne wound up the argument by 
saying— 

“ Under these circumstances the State has 
to discharge one of its greatest duties, the 
neglect of which might lead to injustice, and 
under some circumstances lead to revolution. ” 


We all know what that meant in those 
days. What was the answer of Lord 


Cairns to the speech of Lord Selborne ? I 
will not quote Hunsard, but in The Times 
the next day it was 
up in these words— 


“He was not able any more than other oppo- 
| nents, or rather critics, of the Bill to deny that 


very briefly summed 


the Lord Chancellor’s—that is to say, Lord 
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Selborne’s—plea of a paramount necessity was | 


an irresistible one.’ 


A good deal of water has gone under the 
br idge since then, and circumstances have 
changed. Ireland is quieter, but the Act 
of 188] is still vigorously applied to the 
revision or lowering of rents. Some call 
it confiscation of the property of the land- 
lords. During times of revolution there 
is no doubt that edicts are passed that in 
more peaceful times are revoked. For 
instance, at the inception of the French 
Revolution on 10th October, 1789, the 
States General confiscated the property 
of the Church. In 1801 the Concordat 
restored the Church of France shorn of 
its wealth. This only shows that when 
times of revolution have passed away 
strong measures that were needed at 
those times, to say the least of them, 
require amending. 

Passing away fromthe time of 1881 
I turn to the Fry Commission. In the 
speech which my noble and learned friend 
Lord Ashbourne made on Thursday he 
said— 

‘The high prices paid for tenant-right can- 
not Le accepted as demonstrating that the 
rents have been needlessly reduced. That 
was the sheet-anchor of the landlord’s argu- 
ment. The Commission had refused to accept 
that as a powerful argument against a large, 
lavish, and indiscriminate appeal against the 
Sub-Commissioners. That had been treated as 
mere idle talk and waste paper.” 


Our sheet-anchor, he said, has been 
treated as mere idle talk and waste paper. 
That was a rough-and-ready way of 
answering us, no doubt, but I do not 
think it satisfactory. A foolish man gives 
a high price for a piece of bad land he 
loves. That is what is meant by paying 
a high price for tenant-right. What we 
say is that this fact has never been 
taken into consideration by the Land 
Commission. This is a cut-and-dried 
argument of the noble and learned Lord 
and other noble Lords who have 
answered for the Government on this 
question. They always seek to minimise 
the recommendations of the Fry Com- 
mission. We have heard it befere, and 
doubtless we shall hear it again. I prefer 
to take the questions which were put by 
the noble Duke, and which were not 
satisfactorily answered, but before doing 
so I should like to draw attention to the 
question of fair rent. 
and learned Lord said last Thursday on 
this question was this— 


The Earl of Mayo. 


{LORDS} 


What the noble. 


| this. 


| 
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“Tt was decided in 1881 that, fair rent was 
that sum which could be ascertained by the 
tribunal under the Act, having regard to the 
interests of landlord and tenant, and having 
regard to the circumstances of the ease.’ 


Commission, 


Weil, right or wrong, we have to live 
under that definition, and we have to live 
under the Land Law administered by the 
Irish Land Commission. The noble and 
learned Lord has said, and I agree, that 
certain small recommendations have been 
adopted by the Land Commission. 
What are they? In reality they are 
only rules of procedure. What I desire 
to emphasise is that the land laws in 
Ireland are pressing very heavily upon us. 
We have to speak in this House for those 
who have no voice in the matter, and who 
live the life of loyal country gentlemen in 
Ireland. Now, the first question of the 
noble Duke (the Duke of Abercorn) was, 
what recommendations of the Fry Com- 
mission had been adopted, and that was 
answered the other day. by Lord Ash- 
bourne in this way. He said that the list 
was so technical that he did not like to 
explain it in detail then. The second 
question was, what recommendations had 
not been adopted. What was his reply 
to that? He said, ‘Subtract one from 
the other and you will find it out.” In 
all fairness is that the way to answer 


the noble Duke’s question? I know 
what the noble Lord means. It is 
that the Irish Landlords’ Convention 


have produced a paper, and that therein 
is given a list of recommendations which 
have not been adopted by the Land Com- 
mission. The third question was, what 
recommendations could not be adopted 
without new legislation, and that is 
answered generally by the statement that 
ifa Select Committee is appointed we 
shall be interfering with a great judicial 
body. I think that was a simple question 
which could be easily answered. The 
question as to what objections are enter- 
tained by the existing tribunals to re- 
commendations which “they have so far 
refused to adopt still remains unanswered. 
I now come to the real point of the ques- 
tion with regard to prices. I have spoken 
about this before. One would think that 
when rents in any country were dealt 
with, the prices of agricultural produce 
and stock would be taken into considera- 
tion. The noble and learned Lord said 
that the new department had published 
tables and statistics which dealt with 
I hold in my hand the volume to 
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which the noble Lord referred. The tables 
are compiled by that clever public servant 
Mr. William P, Coyne, superintendent of 
the statistics branch of the new Depart- 
ment of Agricultural and Technical In- 
struction in Ireland, and he says— 

“The prices of Irish agricultural products 
given inthislong returnrelateonlytoagricultura] 
products produced or manufactured in Ireland. 
In addition to the twenty-six annual tables 
which have hitherto been given in the Irish 
Land:‘Commission returns, I have inserted in 
this return statements for each quarter of the 
year 1900. The diagrams which accompany 
the tables, without pretending to mathematical 
accuracy, will, itis hoped, illustrate the general 
tendency of the price levels of the various com- 
modities and animals enumerated.” 


You can see at a glance, in the same way 
as you read a barometer, exactly how the 
case stands. An examination of these 
tables shows that the average prices of 
the eleven years from 1890 to 1900 are 
higher than those of the three bad years 
from 1887 to 1889, during which the 
judicial rents fixed in 1881 and 1885 
were temporarily reduced, and _ there 
could be no excuse therefore for further 
reducing those rents in the second statu- 
tory period. Now what generally is the 
result of the fixing of judicial rents by 
the Land Commission? I will repeat 
what I said last year— 

“That the fact of the matter, with regard 
to prices, is that the Land Commission have an 
Agricultural Department which publishes 
prices, and a Department which [fixes rents; 
the former are embodied in the tables I have 
mentioned, drawn up by the new Department 
which fix the rents, and it is impossible to 
reconcile these tables. For instance, the 
reduction in agricultural prices in given at 4°7 
per cent., whilst the reduction in rents has 
been 24:7.” 

I should like to draw attention 
to the fact that the noble and learned 
Lord stated that there was no precedent 
for the appointment of a Select Com- 
mittee. There is a precedent, for on the 
24th February, 1882, on the motion of Lord 
Donoughmore, a Select Committee was 
appointed by the House of Lords to in- 
vestigate into the working of the Land Act 
of 1881. Mr. Gladstone’s Government 
opposed the motion, but the House 
appointed the Committee, and they were 
reappointed in 1883. They examined a 


great number of witnesses, and made 
altogether four reports. 

Now, what broadly is this system 
and these laws pertaining to land that we 
are forced to live under in Ireland? It 


{18 JuLy 1901} 
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is this, every fifteen years landlord 
,and tenant, tenant and landlord are 
thrown into the melting pot of the law. 
They are taken out in the case of the 
landlords poorer and not wiser men. In 
the case of the tenant his condition, 
although it may be better, leaves him dis- 
satisfied, and with the full knowledge 
that there may be an appeal, and also 
that after fifteen years his rent may be 
raised. I think I am right in saying that 
the framers of the Land Act of 1881 had 
no idea that this fifteen years’ revision of 
rents would continue for ever. It is 
exactly like the case of the man who sits 
down at a gambling table on the Conti- 
nent. A certain sum has to be put into 
a basket, in order to enable him to take 
the bank and deal the cards, and he has 
only to play long enough and everything 
by degrees will go into that basket. It 
is a system of legislation that exists in 
no country in the world, ani no matter 
in what way one wishes to improve 
or develop property, no matter what 
schemes—commercial, agricultural, or in- 
dustrial—one desires to embark in, these 
laws pertaining to land hit one in the 
face whichever way one turns. The 
remedy for a long-standing evil, or, rather, 
I will call it law, is hard to find, and the 
recovery must be gradual. In my opinion, 
and in the opinion of everyone I have 
spoken to in Ireland, the first step must 
be in the more generous application of the 
Voluntary Sale and Purchase Acts. It 
was the opinion of the Fry Com- 
mission that the practice of the Depart- 
ment, 7.¢., the Land Commission had 
been over strict in the matter of 
security, and that applications to the 


Commission. 





Department had been thereby  dis- 
couraged. In the matter of pro- 
cedure, it is most important that 


there should be a simplification fof pro- 
cedure in the courts dealing with the 
proving of title. I know that the noble 
and learned Lord said that we may hope 
to see a Bill passed to facilitate land 
purchase. We have been told that “ Hope 
springs eternal in the human breast,” and 
we have been hoping for a long time. It 
‘is very easy to sell bad land in Ireland,. 
but very hard to sell good land, because 
if the tenant and the landlord come to an 
agreement as to the price and shake 
hands over the bargain, they may, by the 
present system, be placed in the same 
position as before. Anything which will 
facilitate land purchase will be a great. 
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benefit. This is not a landlord’s or a 
tenant’s question, for both have long 
agreed that this system hampers every 
possible development. To imagine that 
these terrible land laws are to go on for 
ever is impossible to any sensible man. 


{LORDS} 
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I hope that the noble Duke will press his 
motion to a division, and that your Lord- 
ships will support the motion. 


House divided :—-Contents, 61; Non- 
Contents, 48. 


CONTENTS. 


Grafton, D. Annaly, L. 
Ardilaun, L. 
Abereorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) 
Winchester, M. Orrery.) 
Brougham and 
Calthorpe, L. 
Abingdon, E. 
Annesley, E. 
Bandon, E. 
Drogheda, E. 


Castletown, L. 
Chaworth, L. ( 
Clitford of Chu 


ssex, E. 
Feversham, E. Clenbrock, L. 
Grey, E. Crofton, L. 


De Mauley, L. 
De Ros, L. 
Deramore, L. 
Dunalley, L. 
Dunboyne, L. 
Dunleath, L. 
Fermanagh, L. 


Lucan, E. 

Mayo, E. [Teller.] 
Rosse, E. 
Verulam, E. 


Clanearty, V. (2. Clancarty.) 

Frankfort de Montmorency, 
V. 

Hutchinson, V. (EZ. Donough- Greville, L. 


a ore.) 


Boyle, L. (E. Cork and 


Carysfort, L. (2. Carysfort.) 
Castlemaine, L. 


Grey de Ruthyn, L. 


Headley, L. 
Inchiquin, L. 
Kenmare, L. 
Kilmaine, L. 
Lecontield, L. 
Maenaghten, L. 

Moncek, L. (V. Monck.) 
Monckton, L. (V. Galway.) 
Muskerry, L. 

O'Neill, L. 

Ponsonby, L.(£. Bessborough.) 
tathdonnell, L. 

Rossmore, L. 

Sherborne, L. 

Somerhill,L. (WZ. Clanricarde.) 
Stratheden and Campbell, L. 
Strathspey, L. (2. Seafield.) 
Sudley, L. (£. Arran.) 
Suffield, L. 

Templemore, L. 

Ventry, L. 

Wemyss, L. (E. We MYSS.) 
Worlingham, L. (£. Gosford. 


(EZ. Kenmare.) 
Vaux, L. 


E. Meath.) 
dleigh, L. 
{ Teller. | 


(E. Erne.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor.) ; Derby, E. 
Dudley, E. 
Hardwicke, E, 
Howe, E. 
Manstield, E. 
Morley, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Stamford, E. 
Waldegrave, E 


Devonshire, D. (ZL. President.) 
Salisbury, M. (LZ. Privy Seal.) 


Marlborough, D. 

Northumberland, D. 

Portland, D. 

Lansdowne, M. Cross, V. 

Pembroke and Montgomery, 
E. (L. Steward.) 

Clarendon,E. (L. Chamberlain) 

3radford, E. 

Cawdor, E. 

Dartmouth, E. 

Denbigh, E. 


Abinger, L. 
Ashbourne, L. 
3alfour, L. 
Belper, L. 
Brassey, L. 
Churchill, L. 


LISCANNOR HARBOUR, COUNTY 
CLARE. 

THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
beg to ask His Majesty’s Government if, 
owing to the defective state of Liscannor 
Harbour, county Clare, which was con- 
structed by the Board of Works, Ireland, 
and which is the port of shipment for that 
district, and from which harbour vessels 
are only able to enter and leave at high 
spring tides, they will order the said 
harbour to be made effective. The 
history of this harbour is rather a sad one. 
The Board of Works tried to improve it, 


The Earl of Mayo. 
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[Teller.] 


and the result is that all the seaweed 
washes into the harbour and the sand 
silts up. I believe it was originally 
made as a fishing harbour, but since 
that time the shipping of immense 
quantities of large paving flags has 
become a very important industry there, 
not less than £8,000 a year being spent 
in wages. Idonot wish to say unpleasant 
things about our Board offWorks, but the 
coasts of Ireland are dotted with harbours 
made by the Board which defy the efforts 
of skilled navigators to enter them. If 
large steamers cannot get into Liscannor 











cou 











196 


his 
ord- 


(on- 


1'e.) 


gh.) 


de.) 
L. 
ld.) 


wd. 


‘eed 
and 
ally 
ince 
nse 


has’ 


ere, 
ent 
ant 

the 
urs 
orts 


If 


nor 








797 Military Training 


they cannot ship these paving flags, and 


the whole industry is hampered. Lord | 


Zetland, when he was Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, visited the place, and these com- 
plaints were made to him then. I trust 
that His Majesty’s Government will see 
their way to make the harbour effective. 


THE EArt oF DENBIGH: My Lords, 


the noble Earl has correctly stated that , 


the harbour at Liscannor was originally 
formed for fishing purposes. It was 
constructed before the establishment of 
the Board of Works, between the years 
1825 and 1831, at a cost of £2,919, of 
which £2,000 was a Government grant. 
Additional works were undertaken at the 
harbour under the Sea Fisheries Act of 
1883, which cost £5,184, of which £3,885 
was a free grant. The total cost of the 
works was, therefore, £8,103, of which 
£5,885 was a free Government grant. 
Neither the Board of Works nor the 
Irish Government has any responsibility 
for the keep-up of the harbour, nor for 
extending it to meet the local trade which 
has grown up there. The harbour, as I 
have said, was originally constructed for 
fishery purposes alone, and the county 
council in whom it is vested is under a 
statutory obligation to maintain it ina 
condition suitable for the fishing boats 
which use the harbour. The question of 
the present condition and accommodation 
of the harbour has arisen from a move- 
ment in the locality (a very laudable one, 
no doubt) to facilitate the exportation 
of stone from the neighbouring quarries. 
But to render the harbour suitable for 
commercial purposes and to provide the 
necessary increased accommodation would 
entail an expenditure estimated by the 
Board of Works to amount to £13,000. 
There are no funds at the disposal of 
Government for the carrying out of 
works of such magnitude, and, even if 
there were, the question could only be 
considered in connection with similar 
claims from other localities. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN: My Lords, I 
was myself in Liscannor last week. I can 
assure the House that on both sides of 
the streets, from the pier to the end of 
the town, are large numbers of these 
paving flags—the finest, I think, that are 
procurable. This industry, if developed 
by the improvement of the harbour, could 
be made of great benefit to the whole 
country. The opinion locally is that all 
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that would be needed would be to deepen 
the harbour, and I cannot help express- 
ing surprise at the large amount of the 
estimate mentioned by the noble Earl 
who represents the Irish Office. I trust 
the Government will be able to render 
some help in the matter, as the district 
in question has no resources of its own. 


THE DvuKE oF ABERCORN: Who 


made the estimate ? 


THE EARL oF DENBIGH: An in- 
spection was made by the Board of 
Works engineer at the end of 1897, and 
he stated that to effect the improvements 
required by the quarry owners would 
involve an expenditure of £13,000. Un- 
fortunately there is no money available 
unless a special grant is made for the 
purpose. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN: Does the 
estimate include works other than the 
deepening of the harbour ? 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: I have not 
the details, 


Lorp INCHIQUIN: I am under the 
impression that a very small sum would 
be sufficient to pay for the deepening of 
the harbour, which is all that is required. 


MILITARY TRAINING FOR BOYS. 


THE Eart or MEATH: My Lords, I 
beg to draw the attention of His Majesty’s 


Government to the military training 


given to boys between fourteen and 
seventeen years of age in the British 
colonies of New South Wales, Victoria, 
Natal, Tasmania; to ask whether it is 
not the case that in some of these colonies 
encouragement and financial assistance 
are ‘given by the local governments ; 
whether, as reported at the time in the 
public press, in reviewing some cadets 
and schoolboys at Pietermaritzburg on 
his way from the Transvaal to this 
country, the present Commander-in-Chief, 
Field Marshal Earl Roberts, made the 
following remarks :— 

“T hope the old country will follow the 


example of one of her children, and insist upon 
all boys joining cadet corps; ” 


and whether His Majesty’s Government 
will take steps to follow the example of 
those colonies which give special financial 
and other encouragement to lads old 
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enough to become efficient in the use of | 
defended. Let us look at Asia. In olden 


the rifle. I have asked these questions 
with a view to drawing the attention of 
His Majesty’s Government, of 
House, and, I hope, of the public, to 


the very important question of whether | 


or not it is advisable that we 
should train our lads up to the age of 
eighteen years, so that, if they choose, 
and only if they choose, they can be of 
service to their country in time of stress 
and need. I believe it is difficult to con- 
ceive in the present day a question of 
greater importance to the country than 
this one. If any serious struggle arose 
at this moment between the Empire on 
the one hand and any one or two large 
Powers on the other, we should find it 
absolutely impossible to depend entirely 
on the resources of the regular army. We 
should have to call for a universal—I will 
not say conscription, but assembly, of 


the free citizens of this country 
to assist the regular forces. What I 


wish particularly to remind your Lord- 
ships of is this, that the state of things 
which exists to-day is quite different 
from that which existed when the pre- 
sent system originated. Matters have 
entirely altered, and the conditions of 
the British Empire to-day are absolutely 
different from what tkey were, let us say, 
when her late lamented Majesty came to 
the Throne. What was the condition of 
affairs now? Take Europe. At that 
time we were absolutely supreme at sea, 
and there was no Power which in any 
way approached us. What is the case at 
present? France is openly vieing to be 
on an equality with us; and all the 
their naval 


countries are increasing 
strength. We are, therefore, even at sea, 


in a very different position from what we 
were at the time the late Queen came to 
the throne. 

Now let us take the position of 
Great Britain and America. At the time 
Queen Victoria came to the throne there 
was practically no population on the 
frontiers of the United States and Canada, 
but we now have on both sides of 
those frontiers an active, intelligent, and 
intensely jealous population. I hope the 
day will never come when the Anglo- 
Saxon race will be divided by confliet, 
but we must, as common-sense people, 
look to the future and avoid offering 
temptation even to our cousins of the 
United States. If we turn to the Atlantic 


and the Pacific, we have miles and miles 


The Earl of Meath. 


{LORDS} 


this | 
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of British frontiers which have to be 


days Asia was almostan unknown country, 
which took three months or more to 
reach. Asia, so far as England was con- 
cerned, meant India, and India was 
isolated altogether from European influ- 
ence by mountains and enormous tracts 
of country. There was no civilised or 
military Power which could endanger 
India, and all we had in those days to 
consider was the maintenance of internal 
order and the keeping up of an army 
which could protect us against the un- 
civilised tribes. I believe that at the 
time of the Indian Mutiny there were 
not more than 12,000 British soldiers in 
India. But what is the case to-day } 
India has been nearly doubled since the 
annexation of Burmah, the frontiers have 
been considerably increased, and we have 
to keep 70,000 men in India alone. Our 
Indian Empire is now almost conterminous 
with Russian and French territory. 
Let us next turn to Africa. In 
the days when her late Majesty 
ascended the Throne the Briton was 
practically supreme in Africa. There 
were a few French settlements, but they 
were very small. The French had not 
even claimed authority in Algeria, and if 
at the time of Her Majesty’s accession 
some person had said that before the 
accession of another Sovereign to the 
throne of this country France would have 
surrounded our West Indian possessions, 
and would have extended her territory 
so that it would spread from the 
Mediterranean to the Atlantic and 
away to the East bordering upon 
a country under the protection of 
Great Britain, namely, Egypt, he would 
have been laughed at. In those days 
Germany had no possessions in Africa ; 
now she thas large possessions there. 
Italy had no possessions in Africa; now 
she has, And we have France with 
thousands of miles of frontier conter- 
minous with our own. All the nations 
of the world, you may say, have come in 
and are dividing Africa with us, and con- 
sequently we have enormous land 
frontiers to protect. We have land 
frontiers in America, in Asia, in Africa, 
and yet we go on under the impression 
that we are a tight little island with 
nothing to think of except the defence of 
these shores. 

Great Britain at this moment has the 
largest land frontier of any Power, and 
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our territories, we must remember, are 
conterminous with those of the greatest 
military nations in the world—nations 
that have conscription and millions of 
warriors whom they can call to their aid 
at any moment. I think I have shown 
that the conditions of Imperial defence 
are absolutely different from what they 
were when the late Queen came to the 
throne, and yet we are going on the same 
old principle and neglecting our military 
forces. 
much wiser view of this question has been 
taken. There is at this moment an Act 
passing through the Parliament of 
the Australian Commonwealth which 
says that it is the duty of every 
Australian to be prepared to be 
called upon at any moment, if need 
arises, to serve his country. They 
do not say he should be conscripted or 
go into the regular army—they trust to 
voluntary service for the regular army 
—bhut they say every man ought to be 
compelled to defend his country. I hope 
the day is not far distant when a similar 
policy will be carried out by His 
Majesty’s Government. But in the 
meantime we desire that the young lads 
of the country should be trained, I will 
not say in a military fashion, but trained 
so that they can without unnecessary loss 
of time be placed in the ranks of their 
country’s defenders in case of need. 
It is many years since I was in the 
diplomatic service, but I have kept in close 
touch with foreigners, spending a couple 
of months every year out of England, 
and I am convinced that our attitude on 
the military question has been the cause 
of a great deal of our trouble, and that 
owing to that action foreign countries 
imagine that we have no force behind us 
except the Navy, and that if they press 
us we must give way. I believe that if 
it had been known to ex-President 
Kruger that we had, behind the regular 
troops, a nation trained in their youth to 
the use of the rifle, there never would have 
been any Boer war, and the enormous 
amount of money which is being spent 
on South Africa would have been saved. 
It is because we always make the 
foreigners believe that we have no force 
behind us that they venture to attack us. 
I was unable to speak on the Military 
Instruction Bill the other day, and many 
of my noble friends had no opportunity of 
speaking on the subject. I believe that 
on that day our proceedings were irregu- 
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lar from beginning to end, and that all 
of us, from the Archbishop of Canterbury 
to the noble Marquess who leads the 
Government, were out of order. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 


PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALts- 


In the colonies, however, a very | 





BURY): When ? 


THE Eart oF MEATH: Monday of 
last week, the day on which the 
Military Instruction Bill was before the 
House. In this matter the colonies 
have taken the lead. In Victoria drill has 
been obligatory for many years in State 
schools. Until the financial crisis the 
local government gave 10s. a year for 
every efficient cadet, and from £3 to £10 
for every efficient corps. Masters of 
schools had to qualify as drill instructors, 
and drill was given to the lads in school 
hours. The Government provided them 
with rifles, bayonets, ranges, ete. In 
Natal they have gone still further. 
Every boy in the State schools has to 
drill from the age of six to ten years, at 
ten years of age he must enrol himself as 
a cadet, and at fourteen he must proceed 
to the butts. Therefore since 1893 
conscription has been carried out within 
the British Empire. It has been a very 
sensible conscription, and one which has 
not pressed too hard on the population. 
In Victoria they have had some 6,000 
cadets, and in Natal 26,000. Of the 
2,445 officers who left Victoria for South 
Africa, two-thirds passed through the 
cadet corps. I think the noble and 
gallant Earl the Commander-in-Chief 
and all who took part in the war will 
acknowledge that the fact of these lads 
having been trained in their youth was 
of enormous assistance to our Army in 
Natal at the time when we only hada 
few thousand men there, and when it 
was of the greatest importance to hold 
our heads against the Boers till reinforce- 
ments arrived. I1know it has been said, 
“This is all very fine, but we cannot 
spend money upon lads. We must have 
trained soldiers.” Surely, it is wise to 
look ahead and remember that in a few 
years these lads will be trained soldiers. 
Lord Roberts has himself said that after 
three years a trained lad will be as efficient 
a soldier as a Reservist who has left the 
Army and gone back to his work. It 
has been said, also, that these cadet 
battalions would not furnish lads for the 
Army. The idea is not that they should 














803 Military Training {LORDS} for Boys. sot 


furnish any large percentage to the Army, | conscription for a time, but only for a 
but that they should be a Reserve. Asajtime. Therefore we must never depend 
matter of fact, however, cadet battalions | upon it. If the youth of the country 
do supply recruits for the Army very | were to drill at school, and were taught 
largely. In the iast ten years the Ist | the elements of soldiering, what a strong 
Cadet Battalion of the King’s Royal Rifles | position we should be in! Suppose a 
has passed 500 boys to the Army, or 10 panic occurred, instead of having to learn 
per cent. per annum, and I know another | to march and shoot, these drilled men—for 
battalion which has supplied 25 per cent. | they cannot always remain boys—could 
to the Army, Navy, and {the Militia, and | fall in, understanding discipline, drill, 
25 per cent. to the Volunteers. I hope | and musketry. 
that during the autumn His Majesty’s | It has been frequently said that boys 
Government will takethe whole subjectinto | learn very little drill and musketry at 
their serious consideration with a view to/ school. That is not the conelusion | 
doing something next session to enable | have come to. The school and cadet 
patriotic lads to fit themselves for the | corps which I have seen drill well, are 
defence of the country. | Very steady, and thoroughly versed in 
| discipline. The inspecting officer would 
Viscount FRANKFORT DE MONT- | see that their military training was up to 
MORENCY: My Lords, the noble Earl | the standard laid down. Only a few 
has explained what is done in our colo- | weeks ago it was my pleasure to see the 
nies. I should like to say a few words | cadet battalion of the Grocers’ Company’s 
on the training of boys in Switzer- | school. The boys had no uniform, but they 
land, as I think the Swiss system drilled very well, and did some ditfticult 
could be easily adapted to this | battalion movements without loss of dis- 
country. The Swiss boy begins| tance in a manner which would have 
training at eight years of age. He com-| done credit to any well-trained body of 
mences in school to be instructed in the;men. They also did manual exercises 
rudiments of drill, and between ten and|and physical drill as a__ battalion 
fifteen years of age he must attend a/| with decided credit to their colonel, to 
course of gymuastic instruction. On| themselves, and to their instructors. 
reaching the age of sixteen all compulsory | Look at this training from another point 
instruction ceases for a period of four | of view. See the good it does. Look at 
years, which enables him to learn his|the poor boys with rounded backs, 
trade or whatever business he proposes to | sloping shoulders, narrow, sunken chests, 
enter; but during that time he is en-| and almost fleshless limbs who abound in 
couraged to join voluntary classes which | our large towns. We doa great deal to 
practice rifle shooting and military exer- | educate these sickly boys, but what is the 
cises. When he is twenty years of age | use of book work if they have not the 
he presents himself for a recruit’s course, | strength to put what they have learned 
The infantryman has to undergo forty-| to any use? First make the boy strong 
five days drill, the artilleryman and the | and healthy by physical training, and 
engineer fifty-five, and the cavalryman | then he will be able to learn his lessons 
eighty. I mention these figures to show | and put them to some practical use. | 
your Lordships how well the lads must | cannot understand why, when all our 
have been trained for these few | colonies are doing so much to improve 
days training to be sufficient. Our | the physique of their youth and protect 
militiaman yoes up for forty-eight | their country, the Government of this 
days military drill ; and when) realm should do nothing but throw cold 
he comes down he knows about as much | water upon the movement by naming 
as a Swiss boy when he commences. | fabulous sums as the cost of drilling a few 
Something has been said about conscrip- | thousand boys, and placing difficulties in 
tion, but I feel sure it will never be | the way of an easy and inexpensive scheme 
agreed to as a permanent measure. The | when it is suggested. You may depend 
idea and character of the Saxon arejupon it that to do anything well we 
opposed to it. During the war in| must begin young, and military raining 
America the North had conscription for | is no exception to the rule. 
a time, but as soon as the war ended con- 
scription ceased. If Great Britain were) THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
in difficulties I helieve she would agree to STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGian): My 


The Earl of Meath. 
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Lords, with regard to the noble Earl’s | youths between fifteen and twenty years 
first question, as to the military training | of age, is about 530 strong. It is 
given to boys in the British colonies, || under the commandant of the local 
have not, I am afraid, been able to find | forces. It is practically a Volunteer. 
out anything very definite, but I will give | battalion, and as such the members 
your Lordships such information as I; must attend twelve daylight drills 
have been able to gather. The noble | and twelve night drills. The members 
Lord was quite correct in saying that in | are supplied with clothing, and a capita- 
Natal military training is compulsory on | tion allowance is granted for each efficient 
all boys over ten years of age attending the member. There are several junior cadet 
Government schools, They are arranged | corps, with a total strength of 3,800. 
in cadet corps, under the command of These do not appear to be under the 
the Volunteer commandant. They have local commandant, and consequently are 
been provided with uniforms, in some cases not likely to receive any allowance 
by school entertainments, and in others beyond the use of arms and equipment. 
from the Government allowance. The | This is all the information I have on the 
number of drills attended is not known, | subject. The remarks quoted are cor- 
but the corps usually attend a general rectly attributed to the Commander-in- 
encampment, lasting about four days. | Chief. The difference in position between 
From this year’s estimates it appears that | the colonies and this country is consider- 
£2,695 was spent upon the cadet corps able. Inthe United Kingdom there is a 
in the year 1899-1900 ; £3,500 was down large force of trained and partly-trained 
as the estimate for 1900-1 ; and £2,000 | men in the Army, Militia, Yeomanry, and 
is put down for 1901-2. From the Volunteers, and besides these there 
Defence Report for 1899 it appears that are able-bodied men to the number 
there were 1,964 cadets, of whom 995} of hundreds of thousands who at 
attended underarms at the annual general some time have served in one of 
encampment from 24th June to 30th these forces. In the colonies, with 
June. With regard to New South Wales, | the exception of Canada, where there has 
the cadets are formed into two different | been a Militia for many years, there are 
classes——senior and junior. Senior cadets’ | only small armed forces recently estab- 
corps are affiliated to the partially-paid | lished, and no reserve of trained men, and 
units, and are under the Military Depart- therefore a system for training cadets is 
ment. Presumably they undergo the | the readiest way to create a reserve. 
same drills, namely, twenty-five half days The position of Natal is peculiar. There 
and a course of musketry. Uniform is is a small white population in the midst 
found by the Government. Junior of a large coloured population, and on the 
cadets, actually attending school, are frontier hostile tribes or a hostile nation 
under the control of the Minister of Edu- | of European blood, and so it is that in 
cation. For the year ended June, 1900, Natal military training is compulsory on 
£4,310 was estimated to be expended all boys over ten attending Government 
under the sub-head ‘Cadet Branch” of | schools. The system in Switzerland is 
the head “Public Instruction.” This | part of the compulsory service, and is 
£4,310 included amounts of £1,000 for adopted so that the service should press 
the purchase of arms and ammunition, | as lightly as possible upon the population 
£300 for the pay of military instructors | by commencing training in youth. The 
attending country schools, £350 to com- | views of the Government I have recently 
plete the equipment of school cadets, £150 | expressed. The figures I gave on a 
for rifle practice, musketry instruction, | former occasion have been questioned, 
etc., and £40 for school drum and fife) but there is no doubt that the 
bands. /expense of carrying out such a 
In Tasmania the cadet corps, which is} scheme would be considerable, and 
300 strong, undergoes twenty-four even-| for boys who when they became men 
ing drills per annum, and is under the} would not be liable for military service. 
commandant of the local forces. In| I cannot follow the argument that because 
1898—-which seems to be the latest year | military expenditure is large this oppor- 
of which particulars can be found—£196 | tunity should be taken to extend it still 
odd was spent on cadets’ corps at Hobart | further. The value of military training 
and Laanceston. With regard to Vic- | for boys I fully appreciate, but the ques- 
toria, the senior cadet corps, formed of | tion is largely a financial one, and on the 
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part of the Government I can make no; the Committee felt themselves free to 
promise in the direction desired. deal with the matter. He was still of 
opinion that the decision of the Com- 
wg ge args eager? pg mittee was a wise one, but under the 
even oO 1€ CclocK, Wil: to- . . : — 
mcnrow, halipest Ton of the circumstances he did not propose to offer 
clock. any opposition to the motion of his hon. 
friend opposite. 
; : nee Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | aid this matter was one of considerable 
, | public importance, and deserved, conse- 
Thursday, 18th July, 1901. quently, more than merely formal notice, 
This was a Bill confirming a_ Local 
’ ee we Government Board Provisional Order, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. granted after local inquiry. But the 


| Committee upstairs had added a clause 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | the subject matter of which had never 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. [By Oxver.] | been inquired into, and had thereby 
As amended, considered. | gone beyond its powers. 

| 

*Mr. PLUMMER (Neweastle-on-Tyne)| Siz JOHN BRUNNER said the 

said the question raised by the Amend- | question was submitted to the Chairman 
ment he had on the Paper was one of | % Ways and Means, who declined to give 
considerable importance, the point being | #7Y decision, but preferred to move 
whether a Committee upstairs had power | that the Bill be referred to the Examiners 
to go beyond the scope of the original | Private Bills. That was done, and that 
notice. He had received an intimation | >0dy came to the conclusion that there 
that his motion would not be opposed, | W®S 2° Standing Order applicable to the 
and was glad, therefore, that he would  ©#S¢ 

not have to take up the time of the) *)\fg, WHITMORE (Chelsea), as a 

House. 'member of the Committee on Standing 

Orders which had the matter before it, 

Amendment proposed— | said they were placed in a position of 
“To leave out Clause 2.”—(Mr. Plummer.) | great difficulty. They were asked to 

| decide whether any Standing Order had 
Question proposed, “That Clause 2} been neglected, and as a matter of fact 
stand part of the Bill.” | they found there was none which applied 
to that particular case. This was because 
Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, | the Bill, although substantially a private 

Northwich) said that, speaking as chair- | Bill, was technically a public Bill. If it 

man of the Committee before which | had been in form, as it was in substance, 

this Bill came, they considered it desirable | q private Bill, the particular alteration 
in the interests of the public to amend it could not have been made without 
by providing that the boundary of South | notice to all the parties concerned. 

Shields should stand at the middle of the | 

stream and at low water of the same.| Sir JOHN BRUNNER: That was 

He had, however, been shown by the) not the opinion of the Standing Orders 

Secretary of the Local Government! Committee. 

Board a clause of an agreement made | 

between the Tyne Commissioners and| *Mr. WHITMORE said it was clear 

the borough of South Shields, according | that for this reason an injustice had 

to which the corporation were bound | been inflicted, and it would be well if 
not to ask for a boundary in mid-stream | they could have a new Standing Order 
or at low water. He should explain | applying to cases of that kind. 

that the corporation provided for the use 

of the Committee a map in which the} *Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton) said 

boundary in mid stream was clearly | the Committee were strongly of opinion 

claimed, and under those circumstances | that the boundary should be fixed at 


Lord Raglan. 
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mid stream and at low water on the 
foreshore of the sea. He understood 
that the Committee, in the interest of 
the public, were simply declaring what 
the law really was. There were cases 
which dealt with the river boundaries of 
what are now North and South Shields. 


The presumptions of law were also in, 


favour of South Shields, both with 
respect to the river and the sea shore. 
He would refer to the cases of McCannon 
y. Sinclair and Embleton v. Brown. He 
understood, too, that notice had been 
given through a map which showed the 


boundaries as he had stated. He was | 
| very wrong indeed. 


surprised they had exceeded their powers, 


and that their zeal in the public service | 


had not met with the appreciation they 
had expected. He was sorry it was so. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) agreed with the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone that this was a matter 
which ought not to be slurred over. 
He was not present at the meeting of 
the Standing Orders Committee, so he 
did not speak on its behalf. The hon. 
Member who spoke last had very fairly 
admitted that a mistake had been made, 
though the hon, Baronet had not done 
so, and consequently it was necessary to 
make it clear that it would be setting a 
most dangerous precedent to allow any 
Committee to insert in a Provisional 
Order matters which had not been 
gone into at the local inquiry. 


Mr. BAIN (Cumberland, Egremont) 
pointed out that the Committee were 
misled by the map, and thus somewhat 
exceeded their powers. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said that, representing 
to a large extent the interests of the 
Tyne Commissioners, he viewed with 
some alarm any interference with regard 
to the river, and he hoped the House 
would not sanction the action of the | 
Committee. He had some knowledge 
of the Tyne foreshore. It had always 
been in dispute whether the Department | 
of Woods and Forests, the Tyne Commis- 
siners, or the City of Newcastle owned | 
the foreshore. 


THe SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL} 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GRANT) 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said) 


| 
{ 


{18 JuLy 1901} 


change proposed to be made. 





810 


'the suggestion had been thrown out 
that the Committee were misled by the 
maps shown in the course of the inquiry, 

_ but he would point out that those maps 
were only put in for the purpose of dealing 
with the southern boundary. Nobody, 
however, blamed the Committee for what 
they had done. Their intentions, no 
doubt, were laudable, but still it was a 
question whether or not their decision 
was in the public interest, and he was 
glad, therefore, that the motion of the 
hon. Member for Newcastle was not to be 
opposed. No doubt the method of pro- 
ceeding adopted by the Committee was 

It must be borne in 

mind that these Provisional Orders often 

dealt with the taking of private property 
by compulsion, and it was therefore 
absolutely necessary that parties con- 
cerned should have full notice of any 

He agreed 

that it was desirable that there should 

be a Standing Order to meet these cases. 


Provisional Orders Bill. 


Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford) said the action of the Standing 
Orders Committee was purely ministerial. 
They were asked merely to decide whether 
the Standing Orders relating to private 
Bills were applicable to this clause, and 
whatever their private opinions as to the 
wisdom or otherwise of inserting it, or as 
to the adequacy of the existing Standing 
Orders, they could come to no other 
decision than that the Standing Orders 
were not applicable. It was not for them 
to sit in judgment on another Com- 
mittee, and so they carefully abstained 
from expressing any opinion as to its 
action. This case, however, showed the 
necessity for an alteration of the Standing 
Orders, because it was evidently in the 
power of a Committee upstairs at the 
present time to alter or add to Provisional 
Order Bills in a way which might give rise 


‘to great abuses, and involve serious inter- 


ference with the rights of private pro- 


| perty without proper notice to the owners 


thereof. 


*Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock) said the Committee had before 
them at first the map previously laid 
before the Local Government Board at 
the local inquiry—a reproduction of the 
ordnance map, but showing in colour the 
county, union, and borough boundaries, as 
theresetout,running together middleof the 


2G2 
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river. This conveyed the impression that 
mid-stream of the Tyne was the boundary 
of South Shields for all purpose; sewer 
outlets and indentations into the south 
bank being within the authority of South 
Shields. Later in the inquiry a second 
map was produced, coloured to show the 
boundary of South Shields at high 
water mark of the river Tyne, excluding 
the indentations, sewer outlets, and so on. 
The Committee therefore determined it 
would be well to declare these items 
within South Shields, confirming the 
detail as to the boundary set out in the 
first map produced, as these items might 
become “no man’s land.” They acted 
solely in the public interest; but after 
the statements as to Standing Orders he 
agreed it would be well not to insist on 
retaining the clause. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: It was clearly 
and distinctly in the minds of the Com- 
mittee—— 


*Mr. PLUMMER: If the hon. Baronet 
speaks again I also shall have to ask the 
indulgence of the House. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER said he only | 
wanted to say that the Committee acted 
in the belief that full legal notice had been 
given. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 
YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 

agreed to. 


WISBECH WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC., BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


DISTRICT MESSENGER AND THEATRE 
TICKET COMPANY BILL. (By ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


Mr. Morrell 


{COMMONS} 
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BROADSTAIRS AND _ ST.  PETER’S. 
WATER AND IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


| Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 

Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE, acting as 
Chairman of the Committee on Unop- 
posed Bills this day, in the absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, reported 
that in his opinion the Stratton and Bude 
Improvement Bill [Lords], though Unop- 
posed, ought to be treated as an Opposed 
Private Bill. 


Ordered,. That the Bill be treated as an 
Opposed Bill. —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


HARROGATE WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report. 
to lie upon the Table, and-io be printed. 
LEEDS CORPORATION WATER BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments [Costs 
awarded]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


Provisional 
Bill, without 


Local Government 
Orders (No. 6) 
amendment ; 

Torrington and Okehampton Rail- 
way Bill ; 

North British 
Amendments. 


Railway Bill, with 


That they have agreed to Amend- 

ments to— 
Handsworth Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


PETITIONS. 
ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour. from Salford, and 
Huddersfield ; to lie upon the Table. 
BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 

WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Royal, Parliamentary; 
and Police Burghs of Scotland, for altera 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
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COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS, ETC., BILL 


Petition from Kippen, 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS) BILL. 


Petition from Gravesend, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
HOUSING OF WORKING 
(REPAYMENT OF LOANS) BILL. 


Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Royal, Parliamentary 


and Police Burghs of Scotland, against ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | 


CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Clogher, in favour ; 
to.lie upon the Table. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PER- 
SONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 

Copy presented, of Return as to the 
Uapital, Traffic Receipts, and Working 
Expenditure, etc., of the Railway Com- 
panies of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ETC. 


PILOTAGE. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Returns 
relating to Pilots and Pilotage in the 
United Kingdom (in continuation of 


Parliamentary Paper No. 265, of Session | 


1900), as furnished by the various 
Pilotage Authorities [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 268.] 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE —, ACT 
1899 (AMOUNTS PAID TO AD- 
MINISTRATIVE COUNTIES AND 


BOROUGHS). 
Return presented, 


to lie upon the Table. 
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CLASSES | 


relative thereto | 
[ordered 8th July ; Mr. Alfred Hutton| ; se 
‘approach in a sympathetic spirit any 


Reports, de. 81 
| ARMY. 
| Copy presented, of Paper by the 


in n favour ;| Seeretary of State laying down the 


| 


|requirements from our Army, 
Ist June, 1891 [by Command] ; 


dated 
to lie 


| upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
_ Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2659 to 2662 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 6, 1901). 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Uganda Railway [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—BRITISH 
TRADERS. 

Stir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if his attention has been drawn 
to a representation, dated 20th April, 
1901, signed by a number of British 
Indian trading firms and residents in 
South Africa, complaining that the 
regulations directed against them by the 
late Boer administrators in the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colony were 
being still enforced; whether he has 
now discussed with Lord Milner this 
matter, with a view to repealing those 
regulations, and, if so, will he state the 
conclusion at which he has arrived. 


INDIAN 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham,W.): (1) The representation 
has been brought to my notice by my 
honourable friend, and I am making 
inquiry in regard to the allegations con- 
tained in it. (2) The status of His 
Majesty’s Indian subjects in the Trans- 

vaaland Orange River Colony isa matter 
of considerable complexity, which I fear 
cannot be settled by a simple repeal of 


’\ the laws of the late republics on the 


subject. I have been obliged to reserve 
it for consideration after ‘Lord Milner’s 
return to South Africa, but I may add 
that both Lord Milner and myself will 
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proved grievances of our Indian fellow- 
subjects in the new colonies. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 


Tydvil): Do not the same regulations 


apply to Indian subjects in Natal as | 


well as the Transvaal, and will con- 
sideration be given to their case also ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I cannot | 


answer the first part of that question 
without notice, as I do not know exactly 
what the regulations are; as to the 
second part, the Government will not 
interfere with regulations made by the 
responsible Government of the colony. 


CAPE COLONY PARLIAMENT. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has noticed that 
the Premier of the Cape Colony stated 
on 15th July to a Vigilance Committee 
that he hoped that the Cape Colony Par- 
liament would meet before the second 
week in October, the time required by 
the Constitution, but that he could not 
promise one way or the other; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
advise the Governor of the Cape Colony 
that no violation of the Constitution can 
be permitted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : (1) I have 
noticed the statement in the speech of 
the Prime Minister of the Cape Colony 
to which the hon. Member refers. (2) As 
at present advised, I am not prepared to 
instruct the Governor to refuse to act on 
the advice of his responsible Ministers, 
who are accountable to their own 
Parliament. 


SETTLEMENT OF THE NEW COLONIES. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the Premier of 
Cape Colony has stated that in order to 
hasten the introduction of responsible 
government it is intended to promote a 
system of immigration of loyalists from 
Great Britain and the rest of the Empire 


to the Transvaal and Orange Colonies, | 


and whether in regard to this scheme. 
anything has been decided by His | 
Majesty’s Government; and whether. | 


{COMMONS} 
‘before it is definitely decided to spend 
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money upon any such scheme, this House 


| will have an opportunity to express its 


opinion thereon. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have seen 
the statement referred to. No decision 
has yet been come to on this subject, but 
if British money has to be spent for the 
purpose, it will, of course, be necessary 
to have the sanction of Parliament. I 
cannot, however, give any pledge that 
the adoption in principle of any policy 
will be delayed, as the hon. Member 
suggests. 


EDUCATION OF BOER CHILDREN. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 


gomeryshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the instructions 
to school teachers in the Orange River 
Colony, by Mr. E. B. Sargant, and 
printed on pp. 70 and 71 of Paper [Cd. 
567], and especially to the statement 
that the curriculum and standards should 
generally be those of Cape Colony and the 
instruction be given in English, and that 
the fact that some children scarcely know 
any English is not a reason for speaking 
to them in Dutch ; whether he is aware 
that this method of teaching the English 
language to Welsh-speaking children 
has, after a trial of some generations in 
Welsh schools, been abandoned in favour 
of utilising the mother tongue as the 
vehicle of instruction ; and whether, in 
view of this experience, he will invite Mr. 
Sargant to issue instructions that in 
future the Dutch language shall be used 
as the medium of instructing Dutch- 
speaking children in the English lan- 


guage. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
seen the instructions referred to, and am 
aware of the system in use in Wales, but 
I do not admit that the analogy between 
the Transvaal and Wales is an exact one. 
His Majesty’s Government have not yet 


arrived at a final decision as to the lan- 


guage question, and I have asked Lord 
Milner for a report to be furnished as 
soon as he returns. Meanwhile, how- 
ever, I may say that I am informed that 
many Boer children understand as little 
Dutch as they do English, andspeak on ly 
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the Taal, and also that many of the| Mr. DILLON: I will put another 
parents would prefer that instruction | question down. 
should be given in English, as the lan- | 


age which wil ‘ 
guage which will most conduce to the |BOER DEFEAT BETWEEN VENTERS. 


material benefit of their children. | DORP AND POTCHEFSTROOM. 
Mz. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Has not| ,0Nm | WYNDHAM = =MURRAY 
a similar statement been frequently | ( a f ag pe a oe 
made in regard to Welsh-speaking of See fOr Wer Waele Be” Ree 
Aithdron 3 any information that he can give 


|with reference to an attack on a 

|convoy near Klerksdorp by 1,000 Boers, 

RETURN OF LORD MILNER TO SOUTH | who tried to rush the two guns, and got 

AFRICA. within close range of the convoy, and 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): When | within range of the fortifications of the 

will Lord Milner return to South Africa | place, and especially as to the action of 

from his holiday ? | the garrison of Klerksdorp on that ocea- 
| sion. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am glad 
to state that Lord Milner returns on| Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa- 
August 10th. ‘tion of any engagement near Klerksdorp 
other than of one which took place about 
BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA— | thirty miles from that place on the 26th 
SHOOTING OF GODEFROY. | May, when the Boers made a determined 
/attack in superior force on a convoy 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to | between Ventersdorp and Potchefstroom. 
ask the Secretary of State for War | [The Boers were driven off and the convoy 
whether, in the case of the killing of| arrived safely. Our losses were four 
(rodefroy at St. Helena, an investigation | |illed and thirty wounded. I have no 
before a coroner was demanded by the | further details of this engagement. 
Boer prisoners, which demand was 
refused ; and, if so, can he state why it | Pras oe 
was refused ; whether at the military MRS. OLIVE SCHREINER. 
inquiry which did take place the friends; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
of Godefroy were represented, and | —.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
whether his representatives were allowed | for War whether Madame Olive Schreiner 
to cross-examine the military witnesses ;| js detained as a prisoner in the Cape, 
whether the committee of Boer prisoners and if he will make inquiries on the 
who communicated with the Governor subject. 
in reference to this incident have sent in 
any statement ; and, if so, whether such Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
statement was considered by the court | also to ask the Secretary of State for the 
which conducted the inquiry; and | Colonies whether, seeing that Mrs. Olive 
whether he will allow the Member for | Schreiner is at present interned or im- 
East Mayo to have access to any corre- | prisoned by the authorities in Cape 
spondence which has passed between the | Colony, can he state where, for how long, 
Camp Committee, the Governor, and the | and by whose orders she has been im- 
President of the Court in reference to the prisoned - what are the reasons for, and 
shooting of Godefroy, and to the official | the conditions of, her detention ; whether 
record of the proceedings of the court. | she has been tried for alleged seditious 
2 | statements or writings ; if not, whether 
THe SECRETARY or STATE FoR | there is any intention to bring her to 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild-| trial, and whether her immediate release 
ford): I telegraphed last week to the | wil] be ordered. 
Governor of St. Helena to forward by | 
mail a full report on the circumstances| Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the 
of this occurrence. Until this arrives I | questions, I am not aware of the detention 
shall not be in a position to answer the | of this lady. A letter has, I understand, 
hon. Member’s question. been published in the press by Mr. T, 
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inaccurate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman inquire into this 


matter ! 


Mr. O’SHEE: Did not the letter to 
which the right hon. Gentleman refers 
state that Mrs. Schreiner was in a district 


under martial law ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : If the hon. Member 
ean give me any authority for the state- 
ment made I will inquire, but it is im- 
possible to do so on the strength of a 


newspaper report. 


VLAKFONTEIN — ALLEGED SHOOTING 


BY BOERS OF BRITISH WOUNDED. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the statements about the shooting of the 
wounded by the Boers at Vlakfontein 
were made by any soldiers except mem- 
bers of the Yeomanry ; whether these 


Yeomanry had been engaged in any 
previous battle ; and if he can state where, 
and with what result. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am not prepared 


to answer any further questions about 


the engagement at Vlakfontein until I 
have received and read General Dixon's 
Report. 


Mr. TULLY: Is this the first oppor- 
tunity these Yeomen had of running 
away ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state in how many 
cases of courts-martial held in South 
Africa and in England respectively 
during the past year the findings have 
been reversed or altered upon the advice 
of the Judge Advocate General or other 
authority on legal grounds, and in how 
many instances of reversal or alteration 
of convictions the sentences or parts of 
them have been undergone by the 


{COMMONS} 


Schreiner stating that the report is 
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alteration ; also in how many cases of 


' lawful convictions the sentences of courts- 


martial have been wholly or in part re- 
mitted or their severity mitigated by the 
proper authority ; and whether a report 
or return of the administration of 
military law and the proceedings of the 
Judge Advocate General's department is 
annually furnished to His Majesty or to 
any and which of His Ministers, or 
whether the department of the Judge 
Advocate General and the proceedings 
therein are left without any report or 
return being accessible to Parliament or 
the public. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In_ ninety-eight 
eases of courts-martial held in South 
Africa and in England the findings have 
been wholly or partially reversed on the 
initiative or the advice of the Judge 
Advocate General. It should be under- 
stood that the reversal would in such 
cases be due to the want of sufficient 
legal evidence, and not to doubt of the 
prisoner's guilt. No men are put on 
trial unless there is a strong prima facie 
case. In some cases the prisoner has 
undergone a part or the whole of the 
sentence. The number of cases of lawful 
convictions when the sentence has been 
wholly or partially remitted or commuted 
for various reasons by the confirming 
officer amounted to 3,584. 
of mitigation of sentence are due to the 


These cases 


‘fact that severe punishments are neces- 


sary before the enemy, but the Com- 
mander-in-Chiet at home, when the 
object of the sentence has been obtained, 
often materially reduces the punishment 
awarded. There is no annual report 
made by the Judge Advocate General’s 
Office. but all statistics connected with 
that office are published annually in the 
Annual Return of the British Army. 


Mr. H. D. GREENE: In how many 
eases did the reversal take place after the 
man had undergone all or part of the 
imprisonment ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give the 
exact number. 


POST OFFICE VOLUNTEERS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 


prisoner convicted before reversal or, the Secretary of State for War whether 
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he can state when it is proposed to release 
Post Office staff who, in response to an 


oficial application dated 12th April, 
1900, are at present serving in South 


Arica with the 24th Middlesex Rifle | 


Volunteers ; and whether, seeing that 
capable officers could be obtained to take 
their places, he will cause instructions 
to be issued that the terms of the Army 
Order, No. 252, Section 8, relative to 
the return of Volunteer 
issued by the Commander-in-Chief in 
South Africa on 24th December, 1900, 
shall be applicable to such Post Office 
servants as may be desirous of returning 
to their civil duties. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
mE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): One hun- 
dred Post Office employees sailed on the 
ith July to South Africa to replace time 
expired Post Office employees. 


(IVIL SERVANTS AS VOLUNTEERS ON 
SERVICE. 

sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield 

Central): | beg to ask the Secretary 

tothe Treasury if directions can be issued 

tothe Post Office and other Government 

Departments that the Volunteers who 


abandoned their situations in order to | 


take part in the South African campaign 
are to be regarded as soldier candidates 
for such posts as may be available, so as 
to prevent their services in the field being 
allowed to permanently affect their civil 
prospects. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Volunteers 
can reckon equally with regular soldiers 
all time spent on active service in deduc- 
tion from their actual age, for the pur- 
pose of appointment to situations in the 
Civil Service. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if, 
having regard to the fact that the officers 
of Yeomanry and Volunteers taking part 
inthe war have been accorded permanent 
status in the regular army, he will give | 
instructions that non-commissioned | 
officers and privates in those services, | 
any of whom gave up good permanent | 
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companies | 
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| situations to serve their country in South 
from military duty those members of the | 


Africa, are to be regarded as soldier 


candidates for Post Office and Civil 
Service employment. 
Lorp STANLEY: My hon. and 


gallant friend is evidently unaware that 
this is already provided for by paragraph 
4 (ii.) of the general regulations re- 


/specting open competitive examination 


for appointments in the Civil Service. 


BARRY RANGE GUNS. 

Sir THEODORE DOXFORD (Sun- 
derland) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, having regard to the fact 
that at the Barry range muzzle-loading 
guns only are used in the competitions, 
whether it is the intention of Govern- 
ment to supply modern artillery for these 
competitions ; and can he state when 
the Volunteers of the north-east coast 
will be supplied with breech-loading 
guns for ordinary drill and practice. 


Lorp STANLEY : Four 5-inch | reech- 
loading guns were issued to Barry Links 
range in March, 1899, and were used for 
practice last year. Eight 5-inch breech- 
loading guns have been issued to other 
stations on the north-east coast for drill 
and practice of Volunteers there, and 
eleven more will shortly be issued. 


GLASGOW TRAM HORSES. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state whether instructions 
were recently given to purchase for 
Government purposes horses now being 
disposed of by the Glasgow Tramways 
Company ; and, if so, whether any of 
these horses have been acquired. 

Lorp STANLEY: Instructions have 
been given to have these horses inspected, 
and a buyer will attend any future sales. 

Captain NORTON: Will the noble 
Lord say why these “ unsuitable and 
worn-out horses”’ are now to be pur- 
chased by the Government ? 

Lorp STANLEY: I said they would 
be inspected, and that buyers would be 
present at future sales. 


ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
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Treasury is he aware of the feeling | 
existing in the Royal Colleges of | 
Surgeons and of Physicians in Ire- | 
land at the failure to give the Irish | 
faculty adequate representation on the | 
Royal Commission on Army Medical | 
Service; is he aware that in several | 
years the majority or a large proportion | 
of the men joining the Army Medical | 
Service held Irish qualifications ; and, | 
seeing that five of the Royal Commis- | 
sioners represent London schools, can | 
he explain why only one has been | 
allotted to Ireland and one to Scotland ; | 
and would he give a Return of the, 
doctors in the Indian, British, and Naval | 
services, distinguishing those holding | 
English, Irish, and Scotch qualifications, 
for the years 1890, 1895, and 1900; and 
will anything be done to increase the | 
representation of Ireland in the compo- | 
sition of the Royal Commission. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The members of the Commission 
were chosen not with a view of repre- | 
senting the various nationalities, but to 
give the Secretary of State practical 


assistance in reorganising the Army 
Medical Service. As, however, my right 
hon. friend has no desire to let it 


appear that any school is slighted, Sir , 
William Thompson has been invited to 
join the Commission, and there is every 
reason to hope that he will be induced to | 
accept the invitation. 


THE RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH 
MILITIA. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that, owing to the | 
steamer “ Lovedale,”’ provided by Mr. | 
David M‘Brayne to convey the Seaforth 
Militia from Kyle of Lochalsh to Storno- | 
way on the night of 11th June, having 
accommodation for only 370 of the men, | 
the remaining 230 were left to pass the | 
night and part of the following day on | 
the platform at Kyle Station, with the | 
result that having only recently returned | 
from a hot climate they suffered through ' 
the inclemency of the weather, the night | 
being cold, wet, and stormy ; and, seeing 
that two of the men have since died from | 
the effects of the exposure, while it has | 


resulted in others also being invalided, | 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 894 


will he consider the expediency of making 
a small grant to the dependents of those: 
who have died. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the illness or deaths referred to ; but, 
under any circumstances, I am afraid. 
that the regulations would not admit of 
the grant of any pecuniary compensation. 
to the dependents. 


LONDON SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS — 
ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he will 
state whether the accounts of the London 
Scottish Volunteer Corps are submitted 


‘annually to the War Office, and when 


and where they can be inspected by 
members of the corps. 
STANLEY: The 


LorD accounts of 


‘the public funds of the corps are sub- 


mitted annually to the War Office, and 
a copy should be exhibited in the orderly 
room. 


VOLUNTEER RIFLE COMPETITION. 

Mr. ROBERT SPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid): I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for War, in view of the fact 
that the order prohibiting Volunteers 
soliciting subscriptions for their prize- 
shooting funds from the public has been 
withdrawn, whether he will issue an 
official permission to the Volunteers to 
solicit subscriptions for prize-shooting 
funds. 

Lorp STANLEY: The order issued 
prohibiting commanding officers from 
inviting subscriptions by circular to the 
expenses of annual rifle meetings and 
other military competitions has not been 
withdrawn. All subscriptions or prizes 
should be voluntary. 

Mr. ROBERT SPENCER: May sub- 


scriptions be asked for ? 
Lorp STANLEY: Not by circular. 
Mr. ROBERT SPENCER : By letter? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


TOWER OF £ONDON—ADMISSION OF 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s) : I beg to ask the 
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Secretary of State for War if he can 
yrange to grant to members of His 
Majesty's military and naval forces,when 
in uniform, including Imperial and 
(olonial Volunteers, the privilege of free 
dmission to the armouries of the Tower 
of London on all occasions when a fee for 
idmission is exacted from the general 
public, and will he grant the members of 
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War if his attention has been called to 
the rate of admissions to hospital for: 
venereal disease at the Kandy Station of 
the Ceylon command, which last year 
were at the ratio per 1,000 of 545 cases, 
while at Colombo they were only 189, 
and at Trincomalee 105, and if he will 
order a careful inquiry into the cause of 
the rate at Kandy. 


Questions. 


these services similar privileges in the 
ase of any other buildings or institutions | Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
under the control of the War Office, | is referring to the figures for 1899, and 
entrance to which can only be secured | not those for last year, which show that 
by payment. | the admissions dropped to 366 in 1900. 
| Further, it must be remembered that 
| cases originating at Colombo and else- 


ion is involved, but as admission to the : : 
=. ig ssion to the |where are frequently transferred to 
Tower of London is free for two days a | ashe ; : 
c . 


week, | very much doubt whether the | 
aiggestion would meet with the success | 
that my hon. friend anticipates ; a) BRITISH ARMY IN INDIA.—VENEREAL 
Volunteer would not be likely to go in| [DISEASE. 
uniform on one of the days for which| Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
id. is charged in order to avoid payment. | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Any concession of the kind would, to be | India if his attention has been called to» 
ippreciated, have to be of more general | the ratio per 1,000 of mean strength of 
application. |admissions to hospital for venereal! 
|disease of soldiers in the military dis- 
‘ : : 2 ; itricts of Allahabad, Rohilkand, Banga- 
a — seamponsocheimeaan | lore, Rangoon, Mandalay, and icaabas : 
Mr. HT MPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont-| if he is aware that the aggregate admis- 
gomeryshire) : I beg toask the Secretary | sions in these six districts average 351 
tothe Admiralty whether he can, consis- | per 1,000 as compared with 250 per: 
tantly with the public interest, state | 1.900 over the whole of India, inclusive: 
how many steamers the Government ‘of these six districts, and only 174 per 
now have on time charter and how many} 1,000 in the six districts of Sirhind, 
m voyage charter, also whether he can | Poona, Mhow, Aden, Quetta, and Nag- 
sive a further return, in continuation of pur, and if he will order a careful inquiry 





Lorp STANLEY : No pecuniary ques- 





that of the 21st May, 1900, of steamers | into the cause of this rate in the six 
mgaged by the Government as trans-| former districts. 

ports, with the amounts of the rates and i P 

hire paid in respect of them. THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex,,. 


R aod SECRETARY TO THE ADMI Ealing): The figures given by the hon.. 
sat (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, | Member are substantially correct. The: 
): There are now forty-three trans-| admission rate for venereal diseases 


ports on time charter. Fourteen full 
«argo freight ships are either loading in 
England, at sea on their way to the Cape, 
t awaiting discharge. A Return, in 
ontinuation of that of 21st May, 1900, | 
‘now being prepared, and will shortly 
‘epresented. It is not considered desir- 
ible to publish the rates and hire paid in 
‘spect of the transports. 


among the British Army in India as a 
whole has, however, been reduced from 
522 per 1,000 men, at which I found it 
in 1895, to 313 per 1,000 in 1899, a 
reduction of over 40 per cent. in four 
years, and the districts which the hon. 
Member instances as specially bad ones: 
have shared materially in this reduction,,. 
the mean admission rate in them having 
fallenin the same period from 519 to 352. 
I believe that the Government of India 
are doing all that they legitimately can 
to combat this evil, and I do not think 
that the inquiry which the hon. Member- 





CEYLON GARRISON—VENEREAL 
DISEASE. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
*g to ask the Secretary of State for 
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suggests would yield any valuable re- | 
sults. 
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for India, in view of the fact that the 
Government of India sent a despatch, 


dated 17th January, 1901, dealing finally 


Mr. CAINE: The noble Lord appears 
‘to have missed the point of my question, | 
as to whether the rate is not excessive in 
one district as compared with others. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There 
‘considerable variations. 

Mr. CAINE: Will you try and re- 
move the conditions which are the cause 
«oft it ? 


are 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: That is not 


possible. 


Mr. CAINE: It is perfectly possible. 
INDIAN CROP PROSPECTS. 
Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
‘GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he has received any 
official reports regarding the rainfall 
‘throughout India up to date ; whether 


‘the rains in the districts of Western India | 
and Gujarat and Kattywar, which had | 


been affected by famine during the last 
two years, are up to the normal average ; 
and whether the official reports show the 
prospects of the ensuing crops to be 
favourable. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have 
received of late three or four official 
telegrams, which I have communicated to 
rainfall in 


the press, regarding the 
India and the agricultural outlook. My 


‘latest information is contained in the 
following telegram from the Viceroy, 


dated yesterday :— 


‘Monsoon is irregular and weak. Rainfall 
much below average everywhere, except 


west coast districts and in part of Deccan, 
Burma, and Eastern Bengal. But it is 
‘sufficient for sowings generally, except in case 
of Punjab and part of Guzerat. Condition 
and prospects of crops in North Western Pro- 
vinces, Bengal, and Madras, causes no anxiety, 
but crops are withering in part of Central Pro- | 
~vinces and Bombay, and heavy rain is urgently 
meeded for rice crops. Good rain has fallen in 
Bombay, Deccan, but Guzerat in parts has 
received very little rain, and usual sowings are 
greatly retarded. Prospects generally have not 
yet suffered materially.” 


COOPER’S HILL COLLEGE. 
Sir SEYMOUR KING: (Hull, Cen- 


itral) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | Secretary of State for Foreign Affair 


with the petitions from numerous 


Cooper’s Hill officers in India, in which | 


they complain of breach of the terms of 


their engagement, and that this was the | 


last of a series of despatches on the 
same object extending over ten years, 
whether a final decision can now be 
given, and whether he will now consent 
to lay upon the Table the correspondence 
between the Secretary of State and the 
Government of India on the subject. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: My reply to 
the Government of India’s letter referred 
toin my hon. friend’s question was given 
in a despatch dated the 7th June, which 
contains the final decision of the Secretary 
of State in Council ‘on the subject. | 
am now prepared to lay the Government 
of India’s letter and my reply upon the 
Table of the House. 


MEKRAN EXPEDITION, 1898—MEDAILS. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether, 
in view of the fact that the Indian 
Government has recommended the grant 
of the frontier medal to the men who 
took part in the Mekran Expedition in 
1898, for which the officer in command 
received a C.B., and two officers were 
awarded a D.S.O., while others were 
mentioned in despatches, he can explain 
why the grant of the medal has been 
withheld from the troops who, to the 
number of about 1,000, took part in 
the operations for which the officers 
received special recognition. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The question 
of the grant of a medal for the Mekran 
operations has been very carefully con- 
sidered on two separate occasions, and 
has been decided in the negative. The 
honours mentioned in my hon. friend’ 
question were conferred for special and 
personal services, in which the fore 
generally had no share. 


CHIN A—INDEMNITY QUESTION- 
DEPARTURE OF TROOPS. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS — (Der 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
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it Peking, and can he state whether the 
departure of the 3rd Bombay C 
yom Tientsin has been countermanded. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
pr FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
(RANBORNE, Rochester): The difficulty 
shich has arisen in the settlement of 








the selection of the revenues which are 
to be ear-marked for the service of the 
nds; but negotiations are still in 
pogress. The departure of the 3rd 
Bombay Cavalry has not been postponed. 


Mr. OSHEE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether the with- 
lrawal of the 38rd Bombay 
fom Tientsin has been countermanded, 
aud the British forces there have been 
increased by about 1,000 men ; and if so 
can he state what are the reasons for 
these steps. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : No, Sir. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR MEDALS. 
Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
tellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
ay how many South African War medals 
were struck with the date 1899-1900 
before February, 1901, how many have 
ince been struck with the date 1899- 
1900, how many have been struck since 
February, 1901, without any date, and 
whether 
striking war medals without a date. 


Tate CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQU ER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): It rests with the Secretary for 
War, not with me, to advise as to the 
design and issue of war medals; but I 


may say that the number of medals 
struck with the date ‘* 1899-1900” 
before Ist February, 1901, was 177,000. 


date after Ist of February was 50,000, 


but none of these were issued. They | 


{18 JuLy 1901} 


shether he can make any statement | There are: many: precedents: for striking 
7 sto the difficulties which are at present | 
ausing the deadlock in the settlement | 
4 ithe indemnity question bythe Ministers 

1 which | 
erms of | 
was the | 


Cavalry | 


the indemnity question has reference to | . 
the indemnity q ’ /now a lady superintendent among: such 


Cavalry | 


there is any precedent for | 


_the Secretary 


' whether 
The number of medals struck with the | 
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war medals without a date. 


AYLESBURY F EM AL EK CONVICT PRISON. 
S FF. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 


| Home Department whether he can state 
| what changes, if any, 


have recently been 
made at the Female Convict Prisom, 
Aylesbury, in the personnel and duties 
of the staff ; and, seeing that there is not 


officers, although the deputy governor- 
ship was formerly held by a lady, can he 
explain why this arrangement has been 
altered, and will he take steps to secure 
the appointment at this female convict 
prison of a lady superintendent among 
the chiet officers. 


*THE SECRETARY 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuik, Croydon): Owing to the very 
considerable decrease in the numbers 
of female convicts it has lately been 
found possible to effect a large reduction 
of staff at Aylesbury Prison. The office 
of lady superintendent has been discon- 
tinued, and a chief matron appointed in 
her place, and the office of deputy gover- 
nor will in future be discharged by 
the deputy medical officer. By the 
economies resulting from these changes 
it has been made possible to appoint a 
trained nurse to the establishment, thus 
supplying a long-felt want. I do not 
propose to make any alteration in these 
arrangements. 


oF STATE For 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PENSIONS. 
CapTaAIN NORTON: I beg to ask 
of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention 
has been directed to a _ decision 
with reference to lodging and other 
allowances being taken into considera- 
tion in calculating police pensions 
recently given by the Recorder at Shef- 
field Quarter Sessions, and if he can say 
the weekly lodging allowance 
now enjoyed by a large proportion of 


|the Metropolitan Police constables will 


were re-struck at the Mint without a | 


date, and are included in the number 


struck since the 1st of February without | 


a date, which amount in all to 1793830. | Recorder’ of Sheffield, 


be pensionable. 


*Mr: RITCHIE: I have received : 
report of the proceedings before she 
from which | 
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ase for the consideration of a higher 
court. The lodging allowance to certain 
members of the Metropolitan Police 
Force was granted on the distinct under- 
standing that it would not form part of 
their annual pay, and consequently 
would not be pensionable. 


SUNDAY CLUBS IN DENBIGHSHIRE. 
Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the report 
of the Chief Constable to the Joint Stand- 
ing Committee for the county of Den- 
bigh, in which he states that there has 
been a further increase in the number 
of clubs in the county; whether the 
police have any power to demand a list 
of the members of these clubs, or other- 
wise to exercise any control over them, 
‘and whether any legislation having for 
its object the supervision of these clubs, 
in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the Commission on the Sunday 
Closing Act (Wales and Monmouth- 
shire), is contemplated at an early date. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have received a 


‘copy of a resolution passed at a meeting 
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learn that ke has consented to state a|the purpose of bringing out the reports, | 
and can he state when he expects the | 








Questions. 


report, long in the printers’ hands, to be 
circulated. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir; I[ am 
aware of the statement referred to, 








of the Standing Joint Committee for 
Denbighshire. The police can take pro- 
ceedings if a club supplying intoxicating 
liquors can be proved to be a “* bogus ” 
club—e.g., if it is not a properly con- 
stituted members’ club, or if it is a dis- 
orderly house. I have had under con- 
sideration proposals for amending the 
law in relation to clubs, but there are 
many difficulties in dealing with this 
question, and I cannot make any promise 
of legislation at an early date. 


REPORTS OF FACTORY INSPECTORS. 
*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
ealled to a statement made on the 4th 








August, 1899 by his predecessor, to the 
effect that he thought that it would be 
possible to present early in the session 
the reports of the factory inspectors, and 
that he had obtained the consent of the 
Treasury to an increase of the staff of 
clerks in the Factory Department for 





Since that time both my predecessor and 


| myself have considered how it could he 


arranged that the factory report should 
come out earlier in the session, and | 
had hopes that it might have been pre. 
sented at any rate in June this year, 
But I have been disappointed, owing 
mainly, I think, to the fact that the 
printers have not co-operated effectively 
with the Factory Department. The 
matter is now entirely in the hands of 
the printers, and [I am told that the 
report cannot be issued before the 26th 
of this month. 


THE “EURYDICE”—DEATH OF 
ROBERT POWER. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 


I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether any further information 
has been received regarding the death of 
Robert Power, sixteen years of age, an 
apprentice on board the “* Eurydice,” who 
was found on the 25th November, 1899, 
in the harbour of Bahia with a cut on his 
head ; whether he will cause inquiry to 
be made regarding this occurrence ; and 
whether he is aware that the ship “ Eury- 
dice ’’ is on her return vovage. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): No, Sir; no further informa- 
tion beyond that communication to the 
father of Robert Power has been received 
with regard to the circumstances to which 
the hon. Member refers. The Board of 
Trade obtained statements from members 
of the crews of the two vessels lying near 
the ** Eurydice,” and also from the master 
and four of the crew of that vessel on her 
return to this country. They have also 
communicated with His Majesty's Vice 
Consul at Bahia Blanca, and the Foreign 
Office have made inquiries through His 
Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires at Buenos 
Ayres, but I regret to say that no light 
has been thrown upon the circumstances 
of Power’s sad death. There seems. 
however, no sufficient reason to believe 
that the lad met with foul play, and I fear 
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that further inquiries would not be likely | and Free Grants paid to elementary 
to lead to any useful result. schools are calculated in different ways, 
though both are based on the average 
|attendance ; and, seeing that in esti- 


a § VOW MAIL AMER. j 3 
een eee Sere | mating the Parliamentary Annual 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President | Grants attendances allowed under 
ofthe Board of Trade if he will state WHOM) dettche 101 of the Code are included, but 
the M‘Brayne’s mail steamer * Clydes-| are excluded in calculating the Free 
dale,” which is forty-one years old, an |Grants, whether he can explain why, 
carries the mails between Mallaig, Kyle, | notwithstanding the passing of the 
and Stornoway, was last surveyed, where | Elementary Education Act, 1900, the 


surveyed, and by whom. Parliamentary Grants are still calculated 














that the Parliamentary Annual Grants | possible for the members of a technical 





2 ~~, | in different ways; and whether he will 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Phe | refer the interpretation of the clauses 
“Clydesdale,” which was built in 1864, | affecting this matter to the law officers of 
and is therefore thirty-nine and not | the Crown. 
forty-one years old, was last surveyed at | 
Glasgow in October last by one of the) Tye VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
Board of Trade surveyors at that port. | BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
| Cambridge University) : Free Grants and 
TUMPAN HEAD LIGHTHOUSE- TELE- / Annual Grants are based upon average 
PHONE COMMUNICATION WITH LAND. | attendance calculated for both exactly 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | the same way. Article 101 does not 
Advocate whether it has now been | provide for either annual or free grants, 
decided to place the lighthouse at Tium-| but for a special grant estimate at the 
pan Head. Island of Lewis, in telephonic discretion ot the Board of Education. No 
communication with the post-office at | legal question is involved suitable for 
Portnaguran, and has an estimate of the | reference to the law officers. 
cost been obtained ; will he state on what | 
date the lightkeepers commenced to keep| VOLUNTARY EVENING SCHOOLS. 
adiary of cases of illegal trawling coming) fr, ERNEST GRAY (West Ham. N.): 
under their notice ; have any such cases|[ hee to ask the Vice-President of the 
been recorded in the diary ; and, if s0,/ Committee of Council on Education 
how many. |whether the managers of an evening 
Tur LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | school established and maintained by 
Granam Murray, Buteshire): I am/ Voluntary school managers or other 
informed by the Fishery Board that the | PeTsons, not being a school board acting 
diaries were issued by them on 26th | such, will be required to publish their 
March, and that up to the present date | #ccounts, limit the average fee to 9d. per 
only one vessel believed to be a trawler, scholar, and observe the Conscience 
but which cannot be identified, has been Clause, or whether these provisions of 
recorded. This vessel was observed on | former codes are abrogated in respect to 
the 5th of April. In these circumstances | schools not carried on under the Elemen- 
there is no reason for altering the decision, | *®7Y Education Acts. 


not < resent to put the lighthouse in | ors = 
Nei Siattendlioe® 2 rf Sir J. GORST: The provisions of the 


telephonic communication with the tele-| _ ‘ ; 
graph office; which was intimated to the | Elementary Education Acts do not apply 


hon. Member in the reply made to him to such schools. But the Board of 
on this matter on 22nd March last. | Education has ample power to secure the 
| keeping of proper accounts and the 
| charging of reasonable fees, and to protect 

PARLIAMENTARY AND FREE GRANTS | scholars against religious interference. 

TO ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. | 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I} Wr. ERNEST GRAY: I beg to ask 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- | the Vice-President of the Committee of 
mittee of Council on Education whether | Council on Education whether, under the 
his attention has been called to the fact | \finute now before Parliament, it is 














education committee, or the managers of 
a voluntary day school, or any other 
body of persons not being a school board 
acting as such, to institute and maintain 
evening schools free from any limitation 
as to age excepting those contained in 
paragraph 5, and free to give instruction 
in and receive grants for all the subjects 
mentioned in the schedule of the afore- 
said Minute, assuming that the persons 
so acting as managers comply with the 
conditions mentioned in paragraphs 1 to 
20 of the Minute. 





































Sir J. GORST: The answer is in the 
affirmative. 


APPEALS UNDER THE WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION ACT. 

*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hud- 
dersfield) : I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether he can state how many 
appeals have been brought in cases 
arising under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act to the Court of Appeal 
and the House of Lords respectively, 
and how many of these appeals have been 
determined in favour of the workmen. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Z0BERT FIntAy, Inverness Burghs) : 
There were seven appeals to the House 
of Lords in 1900 from the Court of Appeal. 
The appeal was allowed in five cases, in 
one it was dismissed, and in one it was not 
prosecuted. In six out of the seven cases 
the decision was in favour of the work- 
man. One other case has been decided 
this year, also in favour of the workman. 
I have not got the figures as regards 
appeals from county courts to the Court 


desires it, I will endeavour to get them. 


the hon. and learned Gentleman will be 
good enough to supply this information 


take away this right of appeal. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS asked whether, 
in view of the remarkable decisions come 
to, the Government would take an early 
opportunity next session of bringing in 
an amending Bill. 





[No answer was returned. ] 








before the Second Reading of his Bill to | 
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POSTAL UNION RATES. 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to.| 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmaster General, | 


whether he is aware that the present 
rate of postage on letters from the United 
Kingdom to the Continent, namely. 
24d. per half ounce, exceeds the foreign 
postage rate in force in any other country. 
and, in view of the fact that in order to 
place the British service on an equal foot- 
ing with that of other nations the rate 
should be reduced from 24d. to 2d. per 


| half ounce, will efforts be made to induce 


of Appeal, but, if the hon. Member | 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: I hope | 


the Postal Union to assent to this redue- 
tion ; and will he state when and where 
the next meeting of the union will take 
place. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There are several countries in the Postal 
Union (some even in Europe) in which 
the foreign postage rate on letters exceeds 
24d. per half ounce. The rate fixed by 
convention for letters passing between 
European countries is 25 centimes per 
15 grammes, or its virtual equivalent in 
local currency ; and the nearest British 
equivalent, 24d. per half ounce, is slightly 
higher than that sum. As the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer announced in _ his 
Budget speech in 1897, the Government 
desired to reduce generally to 2d. per 
half ounce the letter postage from this 
country to places abroad. But for this 
change the consent of the Postal Union 
is necessary ; and, though every effort 
was made by the British delegates to the 
Postal Union Congress held at Washing- 
ton in the summer of 1897 to obtain 
that consent, it was refused. It cannot 
be stated at present whether the attempt 
will be renewed. The next Congress of 
the Postal Union is appointed to be held 
at Rome, early in the year 1904. 


SANITARY ARRANGEMENTS IN POST 
OFFICES. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Ron- 


|ford): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that male 
counter clerks and telegraphists have 
been obliged to perform duty at certain 
post offices under female supervision; 
and that no adequate lavatory accot 
modation exists in such places for the 
male portion of the staff ; and whether, 
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in view of the fact that the Tweedmouth | applied. The opinion quoted was not 
Committee expressed its disapproval of expressed by the Tweedmouth Com- 
female clerks supervising males, steps | mittee, but appears in a statement put 
ean be taken to carry out this suggestion in by the medical officers themselves 
in the E.C. district. before the Committee. No good reason 
/is seen for changing the present practice 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It | in this respect. 
was arranged some time ago that, at 
eertain offices in the Eastern Central POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK 
district where a female staff is employed, pln an ee cian 
a male counter clerk and telegraphist Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
should assist with the parcel work for an to the Treasury, as representing the 
hour or two daily when the duty is Postmaster General, if he will state the 
heaviest ; but the men objected, and they | number of accounts in the Post Office 
have been withdrawn except in one case, Savings Bank on 31st December last, 
where a male counter clerk has been in #24 the amount due to depositors, the 
the habit for some years of assisting in number of accounts showing a balance 
the parcel work during a small portion | on that date of not less than £50, and the 
of the day. approximate amount due on_ these 
accounts ; and will he say how many 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: Does the 2¢counts show a balance not exceeding 
hon. Gentleman accept the principle £100, and how many a balance not 
embodied in my question, namely, that exceeding £150. 
male clerks shall not be under the super- 
vision of females ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
'The number of accounts in the Post 
. TepeY oC ATN . , Office Savings Bank on the 31st Decem- 
ee AUSEEN = CEeBee Ain : ber, 1900, was 8,439,983, and the 
amount standing to the credit of those 
accounts was £135,549,645. The classi- 
fication of so many accounts according 
to the balances due is a laborious opera- 
tion, and the last occasion on which it 
was undertaken was in respect to the 
MEDICAL OFFICERS OF THE POST balances at the 31st December, 1899. 
OFFICE. “4 Applying the proportions then ascer- 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the tained to the figures at the end of 1900, 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- the information asked for would be 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he approximately as follows (the figures 
is aware that the British Postal Medical including all accounts of societies) :— 
Officers’ Association has recently issued a Accounts with balances exceeding £50 : 
statement in which it is contended that Number, 844,842; aggregate amount, 
sanitary defects in post offices, when £91,265,576. Number of accounts with 
reported upon by them, in many cases , balances not exceeding £100, 8,061,872 ; 
remain unremedied ; and whether, in number of accounts with balances not 
view of the fact that the Tweedmouth } exceeding £150, 8,259,367. 
Committee expressed its opinion that : 
the demands of the medical officers "SARL RUSSELL’S TRIAL, 
should be carried out, the Postmaster yp, WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
General will direct the Office of Works to | Gommissioner of Works if he will state 
carry this injunction into effect. what amount is being expended in con- 
verting the Royal Gallery into a court 
of law for the trial of Earl Russell, the 
amount sanctioned by the Treasury for 
this purpose, and to what Vote the sums 
expended will be charged. 


Yes, and, as I have said, the men have 
been withdrawn in these cases except in 
one case, where, as I understand, the 
practice has gone on for many years 
without complaint. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is aware of the state- | 
ment referred to. Every report by a 
local medical officer on the sanitary condi- 
tion of a post office is fully investigated, 
and, if alleged defects are confirmed,, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN (for 
temedies, as far as practicable, are Mr. Akers Doucias, Kent, St. Augus-- 
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tine’s): I am informed by my right hon. 
friend that the expense of converting 
the Royal Gallery into a court of law 
for the trial of Ear] Russell will be between 
£300 and £400, and will be charged to 


Questions. 


the Vote for Houses of Parliament 
Buildings. 

TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION BE- 
TWEEN SHREWSBURY AND _ BIR- 
MINGHAM. 


Mr. H. D. GREENE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that telephonic messages 
between Shrewsbury and places south 
thereof have to pass through Liverpool 
or some towns far to the north of Shrews- 
bury; and whether direct communi- 
cation by telephone can be provided 
between Shrewsbury and the city of 
Birmingham and other towns in the 
Midland counties in substitution for the 
present circuitous arrangement. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Communication with Shrewsbury over 
the trunk wire system has recently been 
improved by the provision of new 
circuits from Liverpool to Birmingham 
and other places, but the Postmaster 


General is also considering the question | 


of providing a more direct route to the 
Midlands and the south. 


DIDSBURY SUB-POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the sub-post- 
mastership of Didsbury, in the Man- 
chester district, recently vacant, was 
filled without giving the staff an oppor- 
tunity of competing for the position ; 
and whether he is in a position to give 
any assurance that in future all such 
vacancies shall be open for competition, 
and that petitions in favour of persons 
not in the employment of the Post Office 
shall not be considered to the detriment 
of established members of the staff. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The answer to the first part of the ques- 
tion is in the affirmative. The Post- 
master General is not in a position to give 
an assurance such as that described in 
the second part of the question. Owing 

~to the circumstances under which sub- 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 840 


offices are held, it is not often possible to 
appoint persons who are already in the 
service. 


MANCHESTER POSTMAN’S GRIEVANCE 

Mr. GROVES: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can 
say when an answer will be given to the 
application made by Postman J. E. Frost, 
Manchester, in December, 1900, and 
repeated in March and June, 1901, for 
the restoration of a deferred increment 
arrested under the rules of the service 
in December, 1898. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
Postman Frost was appointed in Decem- 
ber, 1897, on probation; but owing 
to irregular attendance his probation 
was extended twice, and it was only in 
August, 1899, that his appointment 
could be confirmed. No increment is 
allowed before confirmation of appoint- 
ment, and Frost’s increment was allowed 
when it next accrued, namely, in Decem- 
ber, 1899. Readjustment of pay or 
date of increment does not extend to any 
time prior to the confirmation of appoint- 
ment. This has now been explained to 
Frost. 


NORTH DEVON POSTAL SERVICE. 

*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to the inquiries recently made 
with reference to proposed improved 
postal facilities at Berrynarbor, in North 
Devon ; whether he is aware that farmers 
in this district suffer inconvenience and 
loss by the lack of a daily delivery oi 
letters, and that at some farms within 
the district there is a delivery of letters 
twice a day, whilst at other farms within 
five minutes walk from the first-men- 
tioned farms there is a delivery on four 
days a week only ; and whether he will, 
having regard to the profits made by the 
Department, consider the advisability 
of improving the postal facilities i 
Berrynarbor and other agricultural 


districts, even though these improved 
facilities may not be immediately re 
munerative to the Department. 

CHAMBERLAIN: 


already spending 


| Mr. AUSTEN 
|The Department is 
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on the delivery of letters at the farms 
referred to on four days a week a sum 
greater than the whole of the postage 
derived from the correspondence de- 
livered, and under these circumstances 
the Postmaster General would not be 
justified in sanctioning any further 
expenditure in order to afford a daily 
delivery. 

*Mr. SOARES: 


adopted the policy of a 
monopoly—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Questions. 


Has the Post Office 
trading 


POSTMEN’S PENSION DELAYS. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that postmen awaiting the 
settlement of their pensions are fre- 
quently left for many weeks without any 
kind of wage, which often entails on the 
men and their families want and suffering 
and, seeing that officers on the clerical 
staff receive their pensions immediately 
on retirement, will similar arrangements 
be made for postmen and other members 
of the minor establishment when they 
retire from the service. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The superannuation of postmen is dealt 
with in precisely the same manner as that 
of members of the clerical staff of the Post 
Office, and delay in obtaining the award 
of pension or gratuity is in both cases 
minimised as far as possible; but it is | 
frequently unavoidable, owing to the 
necessity of furnishing full details as to 
the whole of the officers’ past service. 
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so to conduct themselves, whether on or 
off duty, as not to bring discredit on the 
Department. The case of the officer now 
in question was dealt with in accordance 
with the usual practice. He has been 
guilty of a similar offence last year, and 
the Postmaster General was satisfied 
that the charge made against him on the 
present occasion was well founded. 


NEW PUBLIC BUILDINGS—ARCHITECTS ” 


REMUNERATION. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can state the 
remuneration fixed by the agreements 
entered into with the architects for the 
new War Office, Whitehall, the new Publie 
Offices, Westminster, and the Science 
and Art Buildings, South Kensington, 
and whether such remuneration has 
been fixed as a lump sum or by way of 
commission on the total cost; if so, 
at what rate per cent., and whether 
the commission is subject to variation 
in respect of additional, substituted, 
or abandoned works ; and can he say 
who are the architects appointed under 
the agreements above referred to, and 
what is the amount of commission 
payable to each, assuming that the work 
is carried out on the present plan. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am informed by my right hon. friend 
the First Commissioner of Works that 
the amounts in each case were fixed by 


, agreements with the architects as follows : 


—for the new War Office, £23,750 ; 
for the new Public Offices, Westminster, 


£26,000 ; for the Science and Art Build- 


POST OFFICE EMPLOYES’ MISCONDUCT 
—CASK OF MURRAY. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he can 
state under what rule of the service a 
sorter named Murray, employed at the 
South Eastern District Post Office, has | 
been called upon to explain, and subse- | 
quently punished for, alleged misconduct | 
in the public streets on Monday, 17th | 
June last ; whether the officer was allowed | 
to call witnesses to prove his innocence, 
or was confronted with his accuser. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Officers of the Post Office are expected 


ings, South Kensington—(a) Victoria 
and Albert Museum, £25,000, (b) Royal 
College of Science, £10,000 — total, 
£35,000. These lump sums were arrived 
at by taking a percentage of 5 per cent. 
by way of commission on an agreed 
total estimated cost, and they are subject 
to variations as stated by the hon. 
Member. If more details, are desired 
the First Commissioner will be happy 
to show the agreements to any hon. 
Members who may wish to see them. 
The architects were in each case respec- 
tively the late Mr. W. Young, the late 
Mr. J. M. Brydon, and Mr. Aston Webb, 
A.R.A. 
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INTERRUPTING MASS AT KILCUMMIN. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that on 


30th June a man named Ryan inter- | 


rupted divine service at each of the 
Masses at Kileummin, county Tipper- 
ary ; that a constable, in consequence, 
asked him to leave the church during 
the first Mass; that the sergeant re- 
moved him at the second Mass, and 
that when outside the church Ryan 
made use of bad language in the pre- 
sence of the police, and whether any 
prosecution will be instituted. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuav, Dover): I am 
informed that the officiating clergy- 
man, in the course of his sermons at 
these two services, made some allusions 
to a claim by Ryan for compensation 
for malicious injury to a horse, his 
property. Ryan resented the allusions, 
and the rev. gentleman called upon the 
police to remove him. He left quietly. 
Outside the church he used abusive 
language towards the clergyman. It is 
open to the latter to take proceedings 
if he so desires, but the case is one of a 
class in which the police do not prose- 
cute. 


HORSES FOR ROYAL IRISH CON- 
STABULARY OFFICERS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
Commandant Singleton, Royal Irish 
Constabulary depot, traffics in horses, 
and has sold horses to newly appointed 
officers in the Constabulary, and will 
the Government secure that inferior 
officials of the Constabulary shall be 
allowed to buy their horses in the open 
market. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Singleton has 
given many officers, at their request, 
the benefit of his advice and experience 
in the purchase of horses ; but he does 
not “ traffic”’ in horses, and has never 
sold one to an officer of the force. All 


officers are free to buy wherever they | 


wish. 
ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
RELIGIOUS OPINIONS OF MEN. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the number of Roman Catholic 
and Protestant recruits, respectively, 
called up for service to the Royal Irish 
Constabulary depot during the five 
years since Mr. Singleton was appointed 
commandant, and in the previous five 
years, when Mr. Pennington was 
commandant ; what is the number of 
Roman Catholic and Protestant officials 
in the commandant’s office, and the 
salaries paid to each; is he aware that 
the barrack-master and his staff, the 
adjutant’s clerk, the musketry head 
constable, the assistant schoolmaster, 
the majority of the drill staff, the libra- 
rian, canteen men, mess waiters, buglers, 
and gymnastic instructors are all Protes- 
tants ; and can he explain such religious 
disparities in the depot staff of a force 
where the Roman Catholics are three 
to one amongst the rank and file. 


CoLtoneEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) asked if the adjutant, the musketry 
instructor, the veterinary surgeon, and 
many other officers were not Roman 
Catholies. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. and gal- 
lant friend may be correct. In reply tothe 
question on the Paper, I have to say that 
there were 1,532 Roman Catholic and 
613 Protestant recruits called up in the 
first mentioned period, and 1,848 Roman 
Catholies and 538 Protestants in the 
second. There are four Roman Catholic 
officials in the commandant’s office, 
with salaries amounting in the aggregate 


to £280 16s.; and three Protestant 
officials, with salaries amounting to 
£265 4s. As regards the religious 


composition of the depot staff, the propor- 
tions are not as stated in the third 
paragraph. Of the forty-six members 
on this staff, twenty-five are Roman 
Catholics. 


BELFAST VALUATION. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
‘first list of Griffith’s Valuation for 
| Belfast, in the year 1860, was printed 
‘and published by the Government in 
}one volume, which could be obtained 
by the ratepayers ; and will he state 
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on the present occasion of a new valua- 
tion ; and will he order the publication 
in a similar way of the present valuation 
lists for that city, having regard to the 
fact that, owing to the number of appeals 
arising from the new valuations, such 
publication will be a convenience to 
ratepayers concerned. 








Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing 
to add to my replies to the similar 
inquiries addressed to me by the hon. 
Member on the 30th April last.7 





CORK JURORS. 
Mr. O'SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
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will ask the Congested Districts Board 
|to communicate with the Irish Lund 
Commission on the subjec‘. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper :-— 


| Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8): 
'To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
| is aware that several tenants on the Irish 
| Land Purchase and Settlement Com- 
/pany’s estate at Kilclooney, county 
| Galway, have purchased their holdings, 
and that some tracts, to the extent of 
400 acres, which have been let for grazing 


| 


| purposes, are still unsold ; whether he has 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-| received a memorial from the principal 


land whether he can state how many 
jurors are on the jurors’ list for the city 
of Cork for the current year ; how many 
jurors have been ordered by the Crown | 
to stand by at the three last winter | 
assizes held in Cork city ; and how many 
of the jurors are Roman Catholics. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: There are 913 | 
jurors on the jurors’ list for the city of 
Cork for the current year. I have no| 
information which would enable me to | 
reply to the remainder of the quesiion. 
Mr. O’SHEE: Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman not aware that in one case | 
alone forty-five jurors were ordered to | 
stand aside ? | 
| 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no records. | 





KILCLOONEY ESTATE, GALWAY. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I: beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state how the tenants on the unsold 
portion of the Kilclooney estate hold the 
lands ; have any of the graziers who pre- 
vious to last November merely held under 
agistnent contracts been since -made 
tenants for the purpose of selling the 
lands to them ; whether, in view of the 
proposed legislation extending the powers 
of the Congested Districts Board, he will 
ask the Irish Land Commission not to 
force a sale until the Congested Districts 
Board has an opportunity of further 
considering the matter ; and whether he 











a See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xciii., page | 
“a. 


| 





shareholders in the company praying 
that the said grazing lands should be sold 
to the tenants in convenient lots, thus 
carrying out the original intentions of the 
company ; whether he is aware that the 
Land Commission, at the request of the 
late Chief Secretary, sent an inspector to 
the estate, who reported in favour of the 
project ; and that the tenants agreed to 
pay whatever price the Land Commission 
fixed on the grazing tracts without in 
any way interfering with those lands held 
under regular tenancies ; and whether, 
in view of the proposed legislation to 
extend the powers of the Congested 
Districts Board, he will ask the Land 
Commission to stay the sale of these 
particular tracts so as to enable the Con- 
gested Districts Board to negotiate for 
the purchase of them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This estate was 
purchased by the Irish Land Purchase 
and Settlement Company in 1885. The 
Land Commission advanced £42,300, of 
which £35,000 is still due. The com- 
pany has been wound up in a liquidation 
suit, and the attention of the Land Com- 
mission has been directed on several 
occasions by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General to the necessity of realising its 
securities and paying off the debt. Fitty- 
two tenants purchased in 1887 and 
1891. There remain unsold— 

1. Some sixteen or seventeen small 
holdings which occupiers have agreed to 
buy. 

2. (a) 185 acres under a fee farm 
grant for ever; (b) 305 acres on unex- 
pired lease of thirty-one years from 1880 5 





847 Questions, 
(c) 126 acres under a statutory tenancy ; 
(d) 234 acres under a yearly tenancy ; 
{e) 260 acres under a sixty-one years 
lease ; (f) 80 acres of which the occupier 
was stated in the Landed Estates Court 
Rental, printed twenty years ago, to have 
been a yearly tenant. He has been in 
occupation for more than thirty years, 
and now holds under a court letting. 
{There can, I think, be no question of 
using the above six holdings for increas- 
ing the size of other holdings. } 

3. Three court agreements, to which 
the hon. Member for Waterford probably 
refers, consisting of eighty-seven, sixty- 
nine, and fourteen acres respectively. 
The Land Commission was advised that 
these 170 acres are so far away from the 
small holdings. and so difticult of access, 
as to render them unsuitable for the 
purpose of increasing the latter. Having 
regard to the fact that the occupiers had 
held them for ten years and were anxious 
to buy at good prices, the Commission 
offered them, and the offer was accepted. 

4. There is a demesne of 264 acres. 
It does not appear that the company 
intended to divide this land. On the 
contrary, it offered the demesne to a 
single purchaser for £14,000. 

This land is let to grazing tenants, but, 
in any case, no offer to sell to them has 
been made, nor is it proposed to make 
one. No question of urgency, therefore, 
arises. 

The Congested Districts Board has 
been in communication with the Land 
Commission on the subject, but I cannot 
undertake to say whether that Board 
will eventually decide to purchase in view 
of its obligations to assist migration from 
a congested district. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I thank the 
right hon. Gentleman for sending me a 
document containing the information 
he has just read to the House, and also a 
map which enabled me to follow his 
answer. I may perhaps be allowed to 
say that the lots in which my colleagues 
and myself are mainly interested are 
three, which apparently the Land Com- 
mission has agreed to sell. Will the right 
hon. Gentleman see that these sales are 
not confirmed until we have had an 


opportunity of laying before the Govern- 
ment and the Congested Districts Board 
as well as the Land Commission, a full 
statement of our views ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think [| 


can give an unconditional undertaking, 
as it may be that the matter has gone too 
far. Still, if there is an opportunity for 
delay, I shall think it only reasonable to 
avail myself of it. 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then the 
right hon. Gentleman will communicate 
with the Land Commission at once ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; and, if they 
are not irrevocably committed, will delay 
further proceedings. 


NOONAN’S CONVICTION. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of the 
emergency man Noonan, who was re- 
leased from prison one month before his 
sentence of two months imprisonment 
with hard labour for an aggravated 
assault had expired, and he can state the 
reasons advanced for the reduction of 
the sentence and the grounds of a peti- 
tion praying for his release presented by 
Noonan or on his behalf by his friends to 
the Lords Justices. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be con- 
trary to invariable practice to make a 
statement such as that suggested in the 
second part of this question. I can 
add nothing to my reply of the 17th inst., 
namely, that the Lords Justices, upon a 
consideration of all the facts and the 
previous record of the prisoner, remitted 
a portion of the sentence. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL 
5): What harm would there 
showing the petition ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It would create 
what I think would be an unfortunate 
precedent. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Yes, for the 


Government. 


(Donegal, 
be in 


Mr. FLAVIN: Was not the only 
recommendation of this man the fact 
that he was an emergency man ? It isa 
case of one law for the landlords. 


STRANGFORD DISPENSARY DISTRICT. 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
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the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that an inquiry has been 
held in Downpatrick by a medical in- 
spector of the Local Government Board 
as to the necessity of providing a qualified 
midwife for Strangford dispensary dis- 
trict, and that it was proved that there 
had been from time to time deaths from 
puerperal fever from improper nursing 
before a regularly qualified midwife was 
appointed, and, seeing that since the re- 
signation of the last holder of the position 
on Ist May, 1900, the guardians have 
persistently refused to appoint a suc- 
eessor, can he say whether there is any 
power in the Local Government Board 
to compel the Downpatrick Guardians 
to make the appointment. 


(Questions, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated in the first paragraph. The 
Board has frequently exhorted the guar- 
dians to appoint a midwife for this dis- 
pensary district since the occurrence of 
the present vacancy in May, 1900. The 
reply to the second paragraph is in the 
affirmative. The Board will again com- 
municate with the guardians insisting 
on the necessity for such an appointment. 
I would prefer not to allude to more 
drastic measures which might be taken 
until the guardians have had an oppor- 
tunity of giving a reply, which will, I 
trust, be satisfactory. 


FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY LOUTH. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Irelandif he is aware that 
in January last the Land Commission 
issued a list of fair rent applications for 
the county of Louth in which seventy- 
nine of the holdings were situated in the 
Ardee Union, that these cases were 
heard in Dundalk or in Drogheda instead 
of in Ardee, and that this arrangement 
caused inconvenience and expense to the 
parties concerned, and whether in future 
eases connected with the Ardee Union will 
be listed for hearing in the town of Ardee 
as in former years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In fixing the sit- 
tings in question, the matter was dis- 
cussed at Drogheda between the chair- 
man of the sub-commission and the 
solicitors acting for the majority of the 
tenants. It was then decided that it 
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would be most convenient for the greater 
number of those concerned that the 
cases should be heard in Drogheda and 
Dundalk. No objection was made to this 
course, and no application was made to 
hear any of the cases at Ardee. I cannot 
give any undertaking such as suggested 
at the end of the question; but I will 
bring the matter under the notice of the 
Land Commission. 


(RISH SANITARY CHARGES. 

“Ir. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can say when he will be 
able to inform the House as to the deci- 
sion of the Local Government Board on 
the question of sanctioning the areas of 
charge for sanitary expenses in rural 
districts on lesser areas than the dispen- 
sary districts, as requested by so many 
rural district councils. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A Circular will 
be issued forthwith for the purpose of 
eliciting the views of local authorities 
throughout Ireland on this subject. A 
decision will be come to by the Board as 
soon as the views of these authorities 
shall have been ascertained. 
MALICIOUS BURNING OF FURZE ON 

THE CLANRICARDE ESTATE. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that, at the late 
quarter sessions held in Loughrea, two 
applications were made by Lord Clanri- 
carde for compensation for the malicious 
burning of furze and mountain heather, 
and that the county court judge dis- 
missed the application, the only evidence 
being put forward in support of the 
claims was that given by a bailiff named 
Murphy; whether the police authorities 
have in their possession, since 5th May 
last, evidence to prove that Murphy 
was actually seen in the act of firing the 
mountain heather, and what steps the 
Government intend to take in this case, 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, London- 
derry, N.): On the 24th June I in- 
formed the hon. Member that the 


question of prosecuting Murphy for 
alleged perjury was under consideration. 
Directions have since been given to pro- 
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ceed against him on that charge, and the | persists I shall have to name him to the 


case will probably be heard at the next 
petty sessions at Loughrea, on the 25th 
instant. 


TRIAL OF MR. P. F. WALSH, J.P. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 


| House. 


Mr. O’SHEE: But it is a point of 
order. 

| *Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a point of 
order to claim torenew the same ques- 
| tion again and again. 


General for Ireland whether he can| 


explain why he and the Solicitor General 
for Ireland were prevented from attend- 
ing the Cork Assizes, and can he state 
what will be the total cost of sending Mr. 
Bushe, K.C., to prosecute for the Crown 
at those assizes, and out of what fund 
such cost will be defrayed. 


Mr. ATKINSON: To the first ques- 
tion I cannot at present give a fuller 
reply than is contained in the answers 
already given by me to similar questions 
on the 12th and 16th instant, to which 
I would refer the hon. Member.+ I have 
on several occasions stated that Mr. 


Bushe has not been sent to the assizes by ' 


the Crown, but that being on circuit the 
briefs which would have been held by Mr. 
Ronan under my directions have been 
transferred to him. Mr. Bushe’s fees, 
which are those Mr. Ronan would have 
obtained had he been present, will be paid 
out of the Law Charges Vote. At pre- 
sent their amount cannot be ascertained. 


Mr. O’SHEE: Ought not the brief to 
have been given to Sir Francis Brady ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : That has nothing to 
do with the question. 


Mr. O’SHEE: But he is the chief 
Crown Prosecutor for Cork. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has answered the 
question. 


Mr. O’SHEE: On a point of order—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 

must not ask the same question over and 
over again: 


Mr. O’SHEE remained standing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 


t See pages 260 and 597. 











CORK“ AND FERMOY KAILWAY. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, in refer- 
ence to the proposal to release the Great; 
‘Southern and Western Railway Com- 
pany from their promise to begin the 
construction of the Cork and Fermoy line 
on or before the 31st instant, whether 
the Treasury will ascertain the views of 
the traders and general public of the 
districts interested before consenting to 
release the railway company from their 
statutory obligation under the Act of 
1899. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Treasury cannot release the company 
from any of its statutory obligations, 
and have never proposed to do so. This 
could only be done by Parliament 
itself, and such a proposal would have 
to be embodied in a Bill, wpon which alt 
the interests concerned would have an 
opportunity of having their case heard. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man ascertain the views of the publie 
in the districts interested ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Treasury already have pretty full 
information on that subject. Perhaps 
it would be as well to defer any other 
question pending the statement of the 
First Lord of the Treasury presently. 


Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Com- 
pany of Ireland have expressed their 
intention of constructing a line of 
railway from any point on their system 

in the county Waterford to connect with 
their branch lineat Youghal in case Parlia- 
ment releases them from their engage 
ment to construct the direct line from 
Fermoy to Cork as already sanctioned ; 
if not, can he state on what conditions 
| would the Treasury, in case the Fermoy 
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to Cork direct line is abandoned, assent 
to the payment of the £93,000 granted 
in respect of the county Waterford 
railway to the company. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The answer to the first question is in the 
negative. The answer to the second 
question must depend upon the decision 
of Parliament upon the proposals brought 
before them, if any such proposals are 
made. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Hybrid Committee of 


1898 reported in favour of the scheme j 


of the Fishguard Company ; and, hav- 
ing regard to the effect of such a scheme 
on the industries in the South of Ire- 
land, and to the fact that the local 
boards in West Cork and South Cork 
and the fishing and other industries 
in the west and south of Cork are in 
favour of the construction of the connect- 
ing line through Cork, which would 
develop their several industries, and as 
the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Company, under the Amalgama- 
tion Act, 1900, were bound, as part of 
their scheme, to make the connection 
referred to, whether he will take steps 
to oblige them to do so and to make 
the Cork and Fermoy Railway. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
am aware of the facts stated by the hon. 
Member in these questions, but the 
pledge of the company to make the 
connecting line through Cork with the 
railways of the west and south was 
dependent upon their being able to 
secure the co-operation of the local 
authorities of Cork in the scheme, and 
this, as I understand, they have been 
unable to obtain. I fully appreciate 
the importance of this connecting line 
over the Lee to the industries of the 
South and West of Ireland, and have 
had evidence of the interest of those 
districts in the scheme which would 
give them an alternative route to Eng- 
land and a continuous line to Dublin. 
But I have unfortunately no power 
whatever to compel the company to 
make the connection, and I understand 
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substitute an obligation to construct 
a bridge over the Lee for the existing 
obligation to construct the Fermoy 
line does not meet with the approval 
of the hon. Gentleman, or his colleagues 
in the representation of the county and 
city of Cork. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: May I be allowed 
to say that the opinion in the county 
of Cork is in favour of the scheme. 


Mr. O’SHEE: Will the Treasury in- 
sist on the immediate payment of the 
£93,000 ? 











that the suggestion of the company to 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


That has nothing to do with the question. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
under the Amalgamation Act of 1900 or 
otherwise, there is anyexisting obligation 
on the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company to construct a line 
between Cork and Fermoy or any con- 
necting railway passing through Cork. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The agreement scheduled to the Act ot 
1898 recited that the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Company and the Great 
Southern and Western Company had 
undertaken ‘ the construction, with the 
sanction of Parliament and the co- 
operation of the local authorities in Cork 
and the railway companies west of Cork, 
of a line to connect the systems of the 
companies west of Cork with the systems 
of the Fishguard Company and the Great. 
Southern and Western Company.” Iam. 
informed that the company has been 
unable to obtain the co-operation of the 
local authorities. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the question of a through 
route between England and the South of 
Ireland occupied the attention of Hybrid 
Committees of this House in 1898 and 
1899, and of a Joint Committee of Lords. 
and Commons in 1900; and that the 
Committee of 1898 sanctioned the ab- 
sorption by the Great Southern Railway 
Company of the Waterford and Lismore 
Company and the Lismore and Fermoy 




















































Xl 











855 Questions. 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 856 


Company, on an express pledge that the |of £93,000, insist that its statutory 
Great Southern Company would con- | obligations shall not be impaired. 


struct a line from Fermoy to Cork, and a | 
further pledge to connect their system | 
at Cork with the lines south of the river 

Lee; is he aware that the Committee, 

on Ist July, 1898, reported strongly in 

favour of the Bill, and, in addition to 

this report, took the further security 

‘of inserting in the Act temporary pro- 

visions for the construction of the Cork 

and Fermoy line, and placed on the 

company the statutory obligation of 
applying for powers to change the route | 
in the next session; is he aware that the 
Act of 1899 expressly recited this statu- 
tory obligation and _ sanctioned the 
‘change of route without in any way 
relieving the company from its statutory 
obligation to connect at Cork with 
lines south of the River Lee ; is he aware 
that in 1900 the Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons sanctioned the 
absorption by the Great Southern Com- 
pany of two other railway companies 
(the Waterford and Limerick Company 
and the Central Ireland Company) on the 
basis of its adherence to both the Parlia- 
mentary contracts of 1898 and 1899; 
is he aware that before this Amalgama- 
tion Bill passed this House the Secretary 
to the Treasury, on 26th July, 1900, 
stated he would require the immediate 
payment of the £93,000 payable to the 
Treasury in respect of one of the lines 
absorbed under the Rosslare Act, 1898, 
unless he received satisfactory assu- 
rances that the Cork and Fermoy Branch 
would be undertaken without further 
delay, and completed before August, 
1904 ; is he aware that before the Third 
Reading of the Amalgamation Bill, on 


Ist August, 1900, the Secretary to the’ 


‘Treasury received assurances that the 
line would be commenced within 
twelve months, and therefore did not 
insist on the payment of the £93,000 ; 
is he aware that the Great Southern 
Company lately applied to the public 
bodies of Cork to excuse them from 
making the Cork and Fermoy line, but 
were refused ; have the Treasury now 
‘sanctioned the attempt to escape from 
constructing this line; and will the 
‘Government, in view of the valuable 


concessions made by Parliament in three | 
sessions to this company, and the non- | 
enforcement of the payment of its debt! Times (London), Manchester (uardiat, 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 
the Cork Chambers of Commerce and 
Shipping, the Cork Corporation, and the 
Cork Harbour Board have passed resolu- 
tions protesting against this attempt of 
the Great Southern and Western to 
evade their obligations ? 


Mr. GILHOOLY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that several resolutions 
in favour of the alternative scheme 
have been passed by local bodies in the 
south and south-west of Cork ? 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.) : As regards the last question, I under- 
stand what the hon. Geitleman means by 
‘alternative scheme” is a route which 
would cross the river Lee at Cork. | 
am not quite sure how far the phrase 
“alternative scheme ” is right, but there is 
no doubt the south and south-west. of 
Ireland are naturally and very properly 
desirous of seeing this scheme carried 
out. As to the question on the Paper, 
there is no doubt that this company 
are pledged to construct the line from 
Cork to Fermoy, and the Treasury 
neither have the power, nor would they 
exercise it if they did possess it, of sanc- 
tioning any escape from that parliamen- 
tary obligation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Well, I beg to 
give notice that when the Great Southern 
and Western Bill comes up on Monday 
for Third Reading, I shall move its rejee- 
tion unless the House gets a distinct 
pledge from the promoters that thev will 
at once proceed with this line. 


DERRY CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state where the Treasury advertise 
ments appeared asking for tenders for the 
purchase of the Derry Central Railway. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The advertisement appeared in fourteen 
papers—the Belfast Newsletter, Northeri 
Whig, Evening Telegraph (Dublin), Irish 
Times, Daily Express, Independent, The 
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Liverpool Courier, Scotsman, 
News, Derry Sentinel, Standard, 
Journal. 


and 


IRISH BOARD OF WORKS—DISCHARG ES 
OF WORKMEN. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that aman named Moore, a smith 
employed by the Board of Works at 
Kingstown for the past twenty-seven 
years, has been discharged without any 
notice or pension ; and seeing that another 
smith who has only a few years’ service 
has been retained in the employ, whether 
he will see that Moore is reinstated, or 
that he is granted such compensation 
or pension as will be commensurate with 
his length of service. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Moore was employed from 1871 to 
January, 1899, when his services were 
discontinued. He was then re-employed 
in November, 1899, and, after repeated 
cautions for unsatisfactory conduct, he 
was finally dismissed on the 7th of May 
last. I can hold out no hope that he 
will be reinstated. He is not qualified 
for either a gratuity or a pension. 


LARAGH POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow: 
W.): 1 beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is 


in Laragh village, Glendalough, stating 
that in future there will be no Sunday 
collection there, and seeing that Laragh 


village is the principal distributing and | 
whole of the | 


collecting centre for the 
sub-district of Glendalough, and that the 
mail car stops, both on its outward and 
homeward journey, at the spot where the 
letter receiver is erected, whether he can 
state why such instructions have been 
issued, on whose advice were 
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aware that a) 
notice has been affixed to the letter-box | 


they | 
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The matter has since been set right, and 
the Sunday collection will be made as 


Questions. 


usual at 6.40 p.m. 


BALLYVAUGHAN POSTAL 
MENTS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
if he can state the reason for the delay 
in establishing telegraphic communica- 
tion between New Quay and Bally- 
vaughan, county Clare. 


ARRANGE- 


Mr AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
guarantee was given in May for a tele- 
graph office at Burrin, the oftice to which 
it is understood the hon. Member refers. 
Delay has been caused by difficulties in 
regard to wayleave, but it is hoped that 
the matter will shortly be settled, and 
the extension will then be proceeded 
with as rapidly as possible. 


NAVAN POSTAL SERVICE. 
Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he can now say if the 
inquiry on the question of improving the 
postal service to Navan has taken place : 
and, if so, will he state the result. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The inquiries which the Postmaster 
General has instituted on the question 
of improving the postal service to Navan 
are not yet completed. The result shall 
be communicated to the hon. Member 
as soon as possible. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS BILL. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state when he proposes 
to ask the House to take the Second 
Reading of the Light Railways Bill. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 


This is one of 


issued, and whether it is intended to | the Bills of which I do not think long 


Mecntinue the service to 


Sunday 
Glendalough. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


that there was no Sunday collection. | 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 
It appears that on a manuscript notice | 
temporarily affixed to the letter-box in | 
Laragh village it was incorrectly stated | ‘the Treasury whether an opportunity 


notice is necessary. I shall bring it on 


jat the first convenient opportunity. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHS VOTE. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the First Lord of 


will be given for a discussion of the Postal 











859 Agricultural Rates Act, 
Telegraphs Vote on one of the allotted 
days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If possible, I 
will put down this Vote first on one day 
allotted to Supply. At any rate, I hope 
there will be an opportunity for its dis- 
cussion. 


SCOTTISH ESTIMATES. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, seeing that the 
majority of the Scotch Votes have not 
yet been discussed in Committee of 
Supply, will he now state when an oppor- 
tunity will be given for the discussion 
of the remaining Votes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I can make no statement. 


I am afraid 


Mr. WEIR: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman hold out any hope that Scot- 
land will receive more favourable treat- 
ment ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Faint. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask as to the 
business for next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to bring 
on the Education Bill next Monday. I 
cannot say how long that discussion will 
last, but the Second Reading of the Agri- 
cultural Rating Bill will be the second 
Order. I will make a fuller statement 
to-morrow or Monday. 


NEW BILL. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINUANCE. 
THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Long, Bristol, 8.) rose to move—— 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
rise to a point of order. I wish to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman is in 
order in introducing in one Bill a pro- 
vision to continue two Acts which have 
on previous occasions been brought in 
separately. They are Bills of a very 
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contentious character, and one of them 
I wish to vote for, but to the other I am 
opposed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see any 
point of order. The right hon. Gentle- 
man can bring in the Bill, and the hon. 
Member at the proper time can move 
to strike out a part of it. 


Mr. COGHILL: I do not think you 
quite understand my point. I wish to 
know how it is possible for me or any 
other Member to vote on this Bill when 
we have these different opinions with 
regard to the two Acts. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a matter the 
hon. Member must decide for himself. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: I have to ask 
leave to introduce a Bill which has for 
its object the renewal of the two Acts. 
to which my hon. friend has just re- 
ferred—namely, the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896, and the Tithe Rent-Charge 
(Rates) Act, 1899—and also two Acts 


of Parliament which provide _ for 
the distribution of money in Scot- 
land, and which are not similarly 
applicable in this country. It is not 


necessary for me to do more than refer 
in one or two words to the history 
of this rating question. The difficulty, 
which has been admitted by all, what- 
ever may be the exact view that they take 
of it, has existed for a very long time, 
and it is a difficulty which applies to all 
classes of rateable property, and _ not 
alone to the two particular classes covered 
by the Acts. That view was taken by 
the Government in 1896 when they 
appointed a Royal Commission to inquire 
into this question, and when they passed 
in that and the succeeding years the two 
measures which it is now proposed to 
renew by the Bill I am asking leave to 
introduce. The grievance in connection 
with rating is that the incidence of rating 
upon realty as compared with personalty 
presses with much greater weight— 
with, as we contend, unjust weight 
—upon the one class of property. The 
rating system as originally devised was 
undoubtedly intended to cast the burden 
of payment for the objects secured by the 
rates upon all classes of property, whether 
real or personal, movable or immovable. 
That this was so is clearly proved by the 
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fact that personalty was liable up to 
1840. But it was found difficult to | 
define personalty in order to make it 
pay its contribution to the rates, and, | 
therefore, in the year 1840 an Act of 
Parliament was passed which finally 
released personalty from its obligation 
to contribute to the rates. That Act 
subsequently found its way into the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Act, and 
has been annually renewed. I am 
bound to say that, when faced with 
that fact, I do not think that those 
who are mainly interested in the 
question of personalty ought to grumble 
at the partial relief given under these 
measures, remembering that personalty 
has escaped altogether the burdens of 
which it was originally intended it should 
bear its share. 


Many attempts have been made to, 


deal with this question, and nobody has 
ever contended that those attempts have 
been more than very rough and ready 
efforts to solve partially a very diffi- 
cult and complicated problem. Licence 
and other duties have been transferred, 
and the State has borne partially the 
burden that at one time was borne en- 
tirely locally. But the difficulty of deal- 
ing with the burden of the rates upon 
agricultural land and tithe rent-charge 
was not met by those allocations of 
Imperial revenue. It was still found 
that agricultural land and tithe rent- 
charge suffered under the same dis- 
abilities that affect ordinary realty as 
compared with personalty, and there was 
also the fact that the income value or 
ability is not so great in regard to agri- 
cultural land or tithe rent-charge as it 
isin the ease of other classes of property. 
This aggravated the injustice of the 
burden, and led the Government in 
1896 to deal with the matter by the 
two Acts to which I have referred, 
and which enact that agricultural 
land and tithe rent-charge not sepa- 
rated from the benefice should pay 
only half of the rates. It will be 
remembered that by these Acts a 
deficiency was created in respect 
of the money which had hitherto been 
contributed out of the rates, and which, | 
if some special arrangement had not been 
made, would in fact have had to be borne 
by other ratepayers. In the case of the 
Agricultural Rates Act the Imperial | 
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Revenue contributed a sum to make up 
the deficit created by the Act, and in the 
case of the Tithe Rent-charge Act the 
money is taken from the Local Taxation 
Account. In that way, in respect of all 
rates up to the passing of these two Acts, 
the deficit created is met by these contri- 
butions—except that in the Agricultural 
Rates Act there are some of the smaller 
rates, amounting altogether to, compara- 
tively speaking, a small sum, which are 
not included in the contributions made 
out of Imperial funds. I think I need 
only give three ordinary examples to 
satisfy the House that the injustice to 
which I have referred really exists. First 
I take the rent of a house at £400. The 
rateable value, roughly speaking, for 
assessment purposes would be £360. 
Assuming the house to be in an urban 
district, with the rates at 6s. in the £, 
the amount paid in rates would be £108. 
The income of the occupier, taking his 
rent to be one-tenth part of his income, 
would be £4,000, so that the proportion 
of income paid in rates would be one 
thirty-seventh. But if, instead of being 
in the town, this property was in the 
country, the rates would have to be taken 
at 3s. inthe £, and the proportion would, 
of course, be one-seventy-fourth of the 
income. Then take the case of the tithe 
rent-charge not severed from the benefice. 
Assume the income of the incumbent 
derived from tithe rent-charge to be £400, 
and the estimated value of the parsonage 
for rating purposes, say £60. The 
amount paid in rates at 3s. in the £ 
would be about one-eighth of _ his 
income as compared with one-thirty- 
seventh in the first case to which I re- 
ferred. If I go to the occupier of agricul- 
tural land the case is still harder. Take 
a farm the estimated rent of which is 
£400. The assessable value for rating 
would be £360. At 3s. in the £, the 
amount paid in rates would be £54. 
Taking the estimate made by the Board 
of Inland Revenue for the purposes of 
income tax, namely, that theincome of an 
occupier of agricultural land would be 
about one-third of his rent, that gives 
you an income of £135, and the propor- 
tion paid in rates would be considerably 
more than one-third. 

I think those three cases illustrate the 
special hardship of the present rating 
system upon this class of property, and 
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the injustice. It lessens it, but, after 
you have enacted that agricultural 
land and tithe rent-charge should pay 
only half the rates, you still leave the 
owners of such property paying a great 
deal more to the rates in proportion to 
their income than do the occupiers or 
owners of any other class of property. 


I am happy to say that the Bill is a very , 


short one. It only consists of two clauses, 
the first of which renews the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act and the Tithe Rent- 
charge (Rates) Act, and the second and 
other Acts to which I referred, the Con- 
gested Districts and Burgh Land Relief 
(Scotland) Act, and the Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Act (1898), both of 
which were passed for the corresponding 
relief to Scotland. The only change now 
made is that, whereas in the two original 
Acts the time was five years, we have had 
to consider in this case whether a limita- 
tion of a similar kind should be reimposed, 
or whether a measure should bere-enacted 
leaving the duration to be until Parlia- 
ment should otherwise determine. Now, 
Sir, the position is not the same as in 
1896. In 1896 we were dealing with an 
Interim Report, and the authority of our 
own examination of the question. Now 
you have had the Report of the Royal 
Commission. Nobody will contend that 
it was not a strong Commission and an 
efficient one. Out of fifteen members 
thirteen reported that the case of agricul- 
tural land and tithe rent-charge was a 
strong case, and that relief should be 
given ; but they recommended that re- 
lief should be given in a different way. 
It is the hope and the desire of the Govern- 
ment to deal with the whole question. 
What is the advantage of fixing a limit of 
time? It will not force the Government 
ment’s hand; it will only result in the 
Government insisting on further time 
being given to the discussion. What we 
want to do is to deal effectually with the 
whole rating question ; but, meanwhile, 
we ask the House to give us leave to 
introduce the Bill, which I now ask leave 
to do. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
continue the Agricultural Rates Act, 
1896, the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Act, 
1899, the Agricultural Rates, Congested 


Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 


I may say that the relief given by these | Districts, and Burgh Land Tax (Scot- 
Acts does not by any means dispose of | land) Act, 1896, and the Local Taxation 
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Account (Scotland) Act, 1898.” —(Mr; 
Walter Long.) 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): We have long ago 
ceased to be at all surprised at any use 
which the present Government make of 


the forms and procedure of this House. 


I venture to say that there has never been 
a case in which those forms and that pro- 
cedure have been more, as I submit. 
obviously misused than on this occasion. 
But, Mr. Speaker, this is a point on which 
I shall have to appeal to you before I sit 
down, because you are invested with a 
certain authority and discretion in this 
matter, of a very difficult and peculiar 
kind. I will state plainly to the House 
the matter as it suggests itself to me. 
I will lay down two propositions. The 
first is that this rule under which we are 
now acting was intended to be applied to 
non-contentious measures. It is quite 
possible that of late years that practice 
has been largely extended to measures 
which can be quoted and referred to 
which ought not to be described as non- 
contentious, but that does not interfere 
with the fact that the original intention 
and purpose of the rule was that this 
mode of procedure should be confined to 
non-contentious measures. And what 
do I mean by non-contentious measures ! 
I do not mean a Bill as to which there are 
no two opinions in any quarter of the 
House. One can hardly conceive a 
measure which in that sense would be 
non-contentious. But if you have a 
measure on which the whole force of the 
Opposition is on one side and the whole 
force of the Government is on the other, 
it is a farce to say that that measure can 
under any circumstances be a_non- 
contentious measure. But my second 
proposition is this: Is this a non-con- 
tentious measure! Why, Sir, the right 
hon. Gentleman has airily disposed of it 
by saying that it is a continuation Bill. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester 
E.): I never said that it was non-con- 
tentious. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


The right hon. Gentleman said that it was 





wi 
if j 
by 


for 
sta 





864 


(Seot- 
ixation 


—(Mr: 


RMAN 
ng ago 
ny use 
ake of 
House. 
er been 
lat pro- 
submit, 
-casion. 
1 which 
re I sit 
with a 
in this 
veculiar 
House 
to me. 
s. The 
we are 
plied to 
Ss quite 
practice 
easures 
rred to 
as non- 
ntertere 
tention 
iat this 
fined to 
| what 
asures ! 
here are 
| of the 
‘eive a 
ould be 
have a 
e of the 
e whole 
e other, 
ure can 
a non- 
second 
10n-con- 
re right 
sed of it 


mn Bill. 
TREA- 


ichester 
10n-con- 


RMAN: 
at it was 


865 Agricultural Rates Act, 


a fitting measure to be dealt with in this 
manner, because it was a continuation 
Bill; but what does it continue? Now 
we have to go back ; now we are told that 
it is not a continuation Bill, but a Bill for 
making permanent these Acts which 
have been so strongly opposed. We all 
remember very well what happened on 
a previous occasion not so many years 
ago. We remember that there was a 
Commission sitting to inquire into the 
distress in agriculture. That Commis- 
sion did not initiate a proposal of this 
kind. It was suggested to the Commis- 
sion by two members of the Government 
who were members of the Commission, 
so that, although it acquired in the course 
of its life a sort of sanction at the hands 
of the Commission, it was originated and 
was as much a Government measure as 
if it had been brought in in the first place 
by a Minister on that side of the House. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): What is the authority for that 
statement ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
My authority is my own recollection of 
what happened, refreshed not very long 


ago—— 


Mr. CHAPLIN : Allow me to say that 


your recollection is entirely wrong. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman is anxious to 
dispose of that theory of the origin of this 
Bill, but he cannot altogether succeed. 
At all events, it came before the House 
and it was treated in no sense as a non- 
contentious measure. I will refer to the 
first Bill. There are other Bills which 
followed in its train, but we need not 
speak of them now. The first Bill was 
strenuously and determinedly opposed 
ina way in which Bills are seldom op- 
posed. It gave rise to two all-night 
sittings, so vigorous and determined was 
the opposition which we entertained then 
and which we entertain now. We took 
the strongest possible objection to that 
measure, and this on several grounds 
which IT need not recapitulate in detail. 
It seemed then and it seems now to create 
a great injustice as between town and 
country. 
tween one kind of property and another 
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It creates great injustice be- | 
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inthecountry. When it was put forward 
as a relief to agriculture, that excuse had 
to be dropped at an early stage. If it had 
been a relief given to agriculture, surely 
the greater part of the relief would have 
been given where it was most wanted, and 
some discrimination would have been 
made between those parts of the country 
where deep and dire distress prevailed 
and those parts which were very flourish- 
and where rents were high and profits 
great. [Cries of ““ Where?”] This was 
in many parts of the country, and all 
parts in the neighbourhood of large 
towns, because this was pointed out 
to the Government in the course of the 
debate, and they had to abandon the 
theory and the plea altogether that it was. 
a measure in relief of agriculture. [‘‘ No,. 
no!” and cheers.] Ido not say that the 
hon. Member who says “* No ” abandoned 
it, but I say the Government abandoned 
it. And we have the further objection 
that we urged that this relief which was 
alleged to be given—and possibly may have 
been intended by those who are blind to 
the inevitable consequences of such Acts 
to be given—to the bona fide occupiers 
and tenants must redound to the benefit 
of the landlords. I remember that this 
theory of it was explained by a distin- 
guished member of the present Govern- 
ment in terms more clear than any of us 
adopt. He said that any proposal to 
relieve the rates of the occupying tenant 
would be merely robbing Peter to pay 
Paul, and to do so in the worst possible 
way, because Peter would be the landless 
millions of the country, and Paul would 
be the great landowners who were ready 
to shift the permanent burden on the 
heads of the less fortunate of their fellow- 
countrymen. That was the opinion of 
one of the most distinguished members 
of the Government. [AN Hon. MemBer : 
Who said that ?] | The Colonial Secretary: 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For Tue: 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.) : Who says that I ever said 
that ? I would like to inquire whether 
I rightly understand what the right hon. 
Gentleman said. He said, as I under- 
stand him, that while I was a member of 


7 


this Government——[Cries of “* No, no!’’} 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN :. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh! I 


understood that the right hon. Gentleman 
said that I used the words as a mem- 
ber of the Government when the Act was 
passed, 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No. What the right hon. Gentleman 
said——{Cries of “ When ?”’] In 1883. 
{Ministerial cries of ‘* Oh,” and laughter. ] 
What the right hon. Gentleman said 
was— 

‘Lord Salisbury coolly proposes to hand it 
{the produce of certain new duties he advo- 
cated) over indirectly, if not directly, to the 
landlords of the country.” 


What does it matter from what source ? 


“In the shape of a contribution in aid of 
local taxes. I must say I never recollect any 
public man propose in a franker, I might even 
say in a more audacious, manner to rob Peter 
to pay Paul. And what makes it worse is that 
in this case Peter is represented by the land- 
less millions who have no other wealth than 
their labour and their toil, while Paul is 
the great landlord with 20,000 acres who is 
seeking to relieve himself of his share ~ of 
taxation byshifting it on to the shoulder of his 
less fortunate countrymen.” 


About two years later I find that the 
right hon. Gentleman said again of this 
same proposal to give something in reliet 
of rates on agricultural property— 

“Tt may enable the landlord to extract 
a higher rent. There is only one thing that can 
benefit the farmer, and that is a fair rent fixed 
by an impartial tribunal.” 


These were the old doctrines, the sound 
doctrines, of the right hon. Gentleman 
before he got into his present company. 
The answer that was made to us when 
we used this argument against the Bill 
was that, as a matter of political economy, 
this result would not take place, because 
the Bill was a temporary measure, and 
it would not reach that position of affairs 
in which the benefit would pass to the 
landlord. As far as I know, the sole 
argument against the theory or prin- 
ciple that relief given in this way to the 
tenant passes to the landlord, and benefits 
the landlord, now disappears, so that if 
this was a contentious matter five years 


ago it is infinitely more contentious now, | 


because it is more serious. I therefore 


{COMMONS} 
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submit to you, Sir, that this by no means 
'exhausts the objections we have to the 
| Bill; but I, at least, have said enough to 
| Show what the character of the discussion 
{of the Bill must necessarily be, and 
with the greatest deference, as you have 
power to adopt either of two courses 
—either without further debate to put 
the Question on the motion for the intro- 
duction of the Bill, or the Question that 
the debate be now adjourned—I venture 
to hope that you will take the view that, 
in consideration of an opposition to the 
measure, which does not exist in my 
frantic imagination, but which is sup- 
ported by the practical experience of five 
years ago, the latter course will be taken, 
[Cries of ““Move!’’] There is no such 
motion can be made as that the debate 
be adjourned, but Mr. Speaker has the 
power to adjourn it now if he thinks fit. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid I must 
decline to follow the course suggested 
by the right hon. Gentleman. I have on 
previous occasions expressed my view of 
the action of the Chair on this rule. The 
option is given to me to put the Question 
that leave be given to introduce the Bill, 
or the Question that the debate be now 
adjourned. The only effect, in my ex- 
perience, of the latter course is that 
I should be supposed—although the rule 
does not say it—to be in effect express- 
ing an opinion on the motion, and 
immediately afterwards I should have 
to invite the majority to override my 
opinion. That is a course which I think 
is derogatory to the authority and dignity 
of the Chair, and which I do not propose 
to follow. I have declined to take that 
course on other occasions, and I decline 
to take it now. It must be understood, 
however, that in doing so Iam _ not 
expressing an opinion whether the Bill 
has been properly introduced under 
Standing Order No. 16 or not. 


Mr. SPEAKER put the Question in pur- 
suance of Standing Order No. 16, that 
leave be given to bring in the Bill. 


“he House divided :—Ayes, 259 ; Noes, 
The House divided :—Ayes, 259 ; Noe 


(176. (Division List No. 340.) 
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Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Long, Mr. Attorney General, the Lord 
Advocate, and Mr. Grant Lawson. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 

“To continue the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896, the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) 
Act, 1899, the Agricultural Rates, Con- 
gested Districts, and Burgh Land Tax 
Relief (Scotland) Act, 1896, and the 
Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1898,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 269. ] 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, 
ETC, 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That it be an Instruction to the 


Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, 
and Manufactures, that they have power | 
to consolidate the Factory and Workshop 


{18 Juty 1901} 


Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf’d | TELLERS FOR THE 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. | Young, Samuel 
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Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 


Henry Mr. Causton. 


year. At the same time, the subject is 
too important and complicated to be 
verv briefly or lightly dealt with, and, 
as this is a new House of Commons, | 
presume that it will be only proper that, 
in telling our story to it for the first time, 
I should endeavour to make it compre- 
hensive, if not complete. I may, perhaps, 
be permitted to hope that the result of 
this discussion may be somewhat less 
unsatisfactory than that of similar 
discussions on this subject in the past. 
[ think we have gained something 
which we would not have gained without 
those debates and the agitation in 
Ireland, of which they were the outcome ; 


‘but, on the whole, our grievance has 


hitherto been denied and redress has 
been directly refused. Our experience, 
therefore, has not been encouraging, 
and in connection with it I cannot help 
thinking how applicable to our position 
is Sydney Smith’s parody of a popular 


| quotation— 


“Thrice is he armed who hath his quarrel 
just, and ten times may he be over-taxed.” 


Acts Amendment Bill and the Factory |] repeat that I hope that this House of 
and Workshop Acts Consolidation Bill | Gommons will show itself, at least on 
into one Bill.”"—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) | this subject, more disposed than the last 
; ~ |to view things from an impartial stand- 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) asked | point and to act and to compel Ministers 

whether the adoption of this Instruction to act accordingly. Now, on this ques- 
would do away with the right to raise | tion, we Irish Members take our stand 
discussion on the Report stage. jon certain provisions in the Act of 
Union, and here, perhaps, I may antici- 

pate one criticism which this fact evoked 
|last session, at my own expense, from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
which may possibly be forthcoming 
FINANCIAL RELATIONS OF GREAT |again this evening. When I stated 
BRITAIN AND IRELAND. |that I stood upon the Act of Union, 

*Mr. CLANCY (Dublin, N.): In rising, | the right hon. Gentleman sarcastically 
Sir, to move the resolution which stands | welcomed me in the novel character of a 
inmy name, I am happy to think that| recruit to the cause of the Union. I 
it will not be necessary for me to occupy | thought at the time and I think now 
the time of the House for any lengthened | that for a man of his serious temper 
period. I merely intend to present to | and demeanour mere joking of this sort 
the House in broad outline the grievance | was somewhat out of place on such 
under which the Irish representatives | an occasion. As for the inconsistency 
of all parties, with about half a dozen | which he implied, I cannot see it. I am 
exceptions, and ninety-nine hundredths | opposed to the Union root and branch. I 
ot the Irish people believe their country | consider it a usurpation which no man in 
labours and has laboured for many a/| Ireland is morally bound to obey. But, 


212 


*\r. RITCHIE: No. | 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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while it is maintained, against my will, 
am I forbidden by the fact that I would 
get rid of it if I could from taking advan- 
tage of any of its provisions which 
may work out good for Ireland? Of 
course, I am not, and if I considered myself 
so forbidden I would be justly laughed at 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for my simplicity. Therefore, though 
I abate not a jot of my hostility to the 
Union, I have no hesitation whatever 
in availing myself of the provisions of 
its Seventh Article. But, before I enter 
on the special grounds, on the basis of 
which we assert the existence of this 
Irish grievance, [ wish to direct atten- 
tion to the actual consequences of the 
system of taxing indiscriminately two 
countries so dissimilar in their cireum- 
stances as Great Britain and Ireland. 
The figures, to put it mildly, are striking. 


In 1893-4—the last financial year of | 


which the Royal Commission to which 
I shall presently refer took note—our 
population was 4,600,599, and the total 
of our Imperial taxation was £7,568,649. 
Since then our population has been 
steadily declining, and our taxation has 
been steadily mounting up, till at the 
close of the last financial year the figures 
stood thus: Population, 4,456,546; 
taxation, £9,505,000. If the current 
year be taken into account, our popula- 
tion will have in all probability still 
further declined at the close of the next 
financial year and our taxation will 
certainly have amounted to over 
£10,000,000. In other words, our taxa- 
tion on the 31st March next year will 
be larger than it was in 1893 by almost 
as much as the Commission then declared 
us to be over-taxed in comparison with 
Great Britain. To Irishmen, Sir, all! 
this is simply appalling. It mears a 
double drain—a drain of wealth and a 
drain of the greatest of all the sources 
of wealth—which to an admittedly 
poor country involves in the long run 
such an abstraction of capital as must 
fatally cripple all its efforts after indus- 
trial development. 

Why is this the case? The necessities 
of Ireland alone do not supply the answer. 
The answer and the explanation are to 
be found in the fact that a poor country 
is linked financially with a rich one, and 
that the rich country chooses to embark 
in costly Imperial enterprises and drags 
Mr, Clancy. 
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the poor one after her. The rich country 
may be able, and no doubt is able, to bear 
the resulting pecuniary strain ; but who 
will pretend that the poor one will be, 
if the process [ have described of in- 
creasing the taxation of Ireland while 
the resources of Ireland are decreasing, 
is much further continued? Suppose 
that the ten millions and over which we 
Irish shall pay this year to the Imperial 
tax-gatherer be raised to twelve millions 
next year and fourteen millions the year 
after—what then? Would anyone in 





that event pretend that we were treated 
| with consideration or justice, and that 
|the final result to our people could be 
| other than destructive ? I may be told 
'that Ireland suffers because she is poor, 
| and that there are poor localities in Great 
| Britain which suffer also. I do not know 
that the poor localities in Great Britain 
suffer so much, for in normal times at least 
far the greater part of the whole revenue 
| of the United Kingdom is spent amongst 
the rich and poor of England. But 
|let me grant for the sake of argument 
ithat this indiscriminate system of taxa- 
| tion hits severely some localities in Great 
| Britain, is that any reason why Ireland 
ishould continue to be hit? Do two 
wrongs make one right? I say there. 
fore in the first place that, apart from 
the Union altogether, and independently 
of any rights which we possess under it, 
it is perfectly plain that the present sys 
tem of indiscriminate taxation is 3 
grievance of the first magnitude as far 
as Ireland is concerned, and must neces 
sarily be so as long as the circumstances 
of the two countries remain dissimilar, 
and as long as a yearly increasing es 
penditure remains a necessity for the 
richer of the two. We simply cannot 
follow you British in your extravagance, 
and if you persist in your present course 
we must necessarily fall by the way. 
This consideration ought to be enough. 
even if there were nothing else to induce 
this House to devise some other system 
of taxation ; but we also appeal to the 
letter of the law, and say that this Hous 
is bound to take that course at the risk. 
if it refuses to do so, of being guilty o 
breaking another treaty with Ireland. 

The Act of Union, which England ha: 
always insisted on regarding as a treat! 
made between two nations, and whieh, 
therefore, according to the English view 
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itself, is more solemn and binding than 
any ordinary Act of Parliament—which, 
indeed, cannot according to that view 
he abrogated except with the consent 
of both the parties by whom it has been 
made—that Act or Treaty, if faithfully 
observed, would have saved us from some 
at least of the injustice of which we 
complain. What does the Act of Union 
provide ! The Seventh Article is a very 
daborate but a very plain series of pro- 
visions. It contemplates two distinct 
possibilities. It contemplates in the 
first place separate financial treatment 
for Ireland after the Union. The policy of 
separate treatment may be spelled out of 
almost every line of it. Separate treat- 
ment was a necessity—at least for the 
moment, because of the disproportion 


Financial Relations of | 


between the Irish and British debts and | 


the difference in the circumstances of 
the two countries. The framers of the 
Union were daring and unscrupulous 
enough, but with all their daring and 
unscrupulousness they would hardly 
have carried the Union if they had not 
solemnly promised Ireland that as long 
as that disproportion and that difference 
existed the two countries would never 
be taxed the same. Lord Castle- 
reagh, notwithstanding that he had 
spent millions on the corruption of the 
Irish Legislature, still thought it neces- 
sary to give that body the most solemn 
assurances to that effect. ‘‘ As to the 
future ”’ he said “it is expected that the 
two countries shall move forward and 
unite with regard to their expenses in 
the measure of their relative abilities.”’ 
“Treland ” he said again, explaining the 
Financial Article of the Act of Union, 
“has the utmost possible security that 
she cannot be taxed beyond the measure 
of her comparative ability, and the rates 
of her contribution must ever correspond 
with her relative wealth and prosperity.”’ 
I pause here for a moment to notice 
a surprising statement of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in the last debate on 
this subject in connection with this par- 
ticular point. Because the Seventh 
Article of the Act of Union contemplates 
another possibility—namely, indiscrimi- 
nate taxation—he professed with this 
declaration of Lord Castlereagh and many 
others like it beforehim tothink that sepa- 
ratetreatmentin fiscal matters was not the 
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made by the Act of Union. With what, 
for want of a severer term! which would 
be at the same time Parliamentary, I may 
be allowed to call a perverse and in- 
curable blindness to certain realities, 
he fails to see in the Union arrangements 
what is writ large—what is as big as a 
mountain, open, palpable—but has the 
keenest eye and the clearest vision for the 
things that are writ small and that 
are, by comparison, entirely insignifi- 
cant. The dominant idea, I repeat, 
was separate treatment; common 
treatment was regarded merely 
a remote possibility; and, accord- 
ingly, it was provided that until the 
debts of Ireland and Great Britain 
came to bear to each other a certainratio, 
and until the circumstances of the two 
countries became similar, the Ex- 
chequers of the two countries were 


as 


to be kept separate, Ireland was 
to pay two parts to every fifteen 
parts paid by Great Britain to the 


common expenditure of the Empire ; 
the taxation in Ireland was to be regu- 
gulated accordingly, and this arrange- 
ment was not to be altered or revised 
except at the end of every twenty years. 
As to whether the contribution of Ire- 
land was fixed at too high a figure, I will 
discuss in a moment. But, if it were 
fair, the arrangement would have saved 
us from being taxed during the last cen- 
tury beyond our relative ability to bear 
taxation. It would not have been pcs- 
sible to say with the economist Nassau 
Senior, quoted with approval by Sir 
Stafford Northcote in the Report which 
he drew up in 1864 for General Dunne’s 
Committee, that England was the most 
lightly taxed and Ireland the most 
heavily taxed country in Europe; 
though both were nominally liable to 
equal taxation. It would have saved 
us from being plundered of some hun- 
dreds of millions in the shape of excessive 
taxation from 1800 to the present years 
But the contribution which Ireland was 
called upon to pay was not fair. All the 
opponents of the Union, including the 
whole body of the Irish House of Lords, 
protested against its unfairness, and it 
is now universally admitted to have 
been excessive, and the result was what 
might have been expected, and what I, 
| for my part, believe was expected by the 


Main note of the financial arrangements authors of the Union. Ireland could 


| 
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not pay the whole of it any single year, | 


and the deficiency had, of course, to be 
made up by borrowing. The result 
was that about £90,000,000 were added 
to the debt of Ireland in sixteen years 
after the Union. 
tunity of the simple-minded, honest 
gentlemen who devised or supported the 
Union arrangement. I have referred 
to the alternative financial plan which 
alone the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
can see in the Seventh Article of the Act 
of Union. That plan was that, as soon 
as the two debts came to bear to each 
other a certain proportion, and as soon 
as the two countries became similar in 
circumstances, the two E 
should be amalgamated and the two 
countries might be taxed alike. This 
plan was put into operation in 1816-17. 
The Act of 1816 was a flagrant viola-~ 
tion ot the Union. The alternative plan ol! 
indiscriminate taxation was only to be 
adopted on the occurrence of two con- 
tingencies. Neither of those contin- 
gencies had occurred then or has occurred 
since. First, the contribution of Ireland 
was deliberately fixed too high ; secondly, 
the consequent borrowing which, by the 
Act of Union, ought to have been made 
on the joint account of the two countries, 
was made on the account of Ireland 
alone. In other words, the Irish debt 
was fraudulently inflated. The debts, 
indeed, had reached the prescribed ratio 
to one another ; but how did this parti- 
cular contingency happen ? The trans- 
action was as infamous to my mind 
as was the addition of ten millions to the 
Irish debt for the crushing of the insur- 
rection of 1798, which the English 
Ministers in Ireland had deliberately 
provoked for ulterior purposes. It was far 
worse, in its consequences at least, than 
the earlier addition to the Irish debt of 
the cost of the English pensions, of which 
John Philpott Curran spoke when he said 


that the Irish pension list made in | 


England— 


‘ 
‘comprised every description of man, woman, 


and child, from the exalted excellence of a | 
Hawke or a Rodney to the debased situation | 


of the lady who humbled herself that she might 
be exalted.” 


So far for the first of the two conditions 
which should be tulfilled before the 
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treatment could be set aside. As for the 
second, it is a very curious thing that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the hon. 
Member for the Spen Valley Division, and 


_ almost every opponent of the Irish case in 


this matter who has spoken in this House 
House have always most carefully 
ignored. Not one of them can be got to 
look at it. No wonder, for no one ean 
for one moment pretend that it has ever 
been fulfilled from 1800 to this hour. 
Will any man in this House deny that, 
instead of the circumstances of the two 
countries having become similar, they 
have bezome more and more dissimilar, 
year by year, for the last hundred years} 
The second condition, therefore, was no 
more fulfilled than the first, and the 
Act of 1816, with its consequent system 
ot indiscriminate taxation, was, for that 
reason, a fraudulent violation of the 
Union, and, consequently, every penny 

taken from us since 1817, in excess of 
what would have been our proportionate 

contribution to Imperial expenditure, 
has been taken, and is now being taken, 

fraudulently. The Chancellor of the 

Exchequer has, of 2sourse, his answer. 

He says thut the Irish representatives of 

1816 assented. What a paltry piece of 

special pleading! How valid the assent 

can be regarded of abody of Irish 

Membe:s elected fifteen or twenty years 

before Catholic emancipation! The 

eorrupt majority of them would have 

assented to anything proposed by an 

English Minister. Another answer 

generally given is that, despite all that 
1 have said, the transaction of 1816 was 

really an act. of benevolence on the part 
of England to Ireland. Ireland, it is 
| said, could not pay its debt, and Great 
| Britain took it on its own shoulders, 
| asking only in return that henceforward 
/it might be at liberty at any time to 
make indiscriminate taxation the rule. 
A pretty sort of benevolence. It was 
_ well illustrated by the late Mr. O'Neill 
Daunt, who had thoroughly mastered 
(this subject long before the Childers 
| Commission was appointed. “* Suppose,” 
he said, ““ a money transaction between 
/two merchants, A and B. On making 
_up their accounts B discovers that A has 
| overcharged him £1,000. A admits the 
‘error, and transfers the £1,000 to his 
But he then says to B, 


|own debit. 


Union arrangement for separate financial | ‘ Well, my dear fellow, as I have gener 


Mr. Clancy. 
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for the | ously taken the onus of that £1,000’ Kingdom. Again, it is said there are 
hat the | o™ myself, you must really allow me to, poor classes in England, and if Ireland 
he hon. fleece you some other way.” One deserves special treatment England de- 
ion, and would imagine that if mere justice, not serves the same thing; but to that we 
1easein § ‘0 tlk of benevolence, had been the reply that no treaty was made in 1800 
sHouse | guiding motive of English policy in the between the slums of London and the 
arefully matter, English statesmen, instead of rest of the country, or between Dorset- 
> got to g wting as they did, would have reduced shire or Wiltshire and the other 
me can Ireland's contribution to the Empire, parts of the United Kingdom. The 
as ever which was found, and is now universally financial provisions of the Act of 
8 hour admitted to have been, excessive, and Union were the price which England 
y that, would have relieved her of at least a agreed to pay for Union, and the price 
‘he two portion of the addition to her debt caused ought to be paid if England is to retain a 
r, Cae by an admitted over-estimate of her shred—and there is little more than a 
similar, relative taxable capavity. But that was shred left—of her reputation for honesty. 
1 years? not done, and something very different How have we been treated since 1817. 
was no @ ld always been contemplated. I admit that from 1817 to 1853 some 
nd the I have read and heard it said that the effect was given to the provision in the 
system conteibution fixed by the Act was not Act of 1817 for separate treatment. 
or that @ paid, and therefore it did not matter During that period differential treac- 


of the @ whether ic was fair or unfair. But the ment, now supposed to be impracticable 
- penny English politicians with whom Iam deal-. and impossible, was the rule; but I 
xcess of ing never expected that it would be paid. cannot admit that that differential 
rtionate § That it would be paid was what they , treatment was another illustration of 
nditure, § neither expected nor hoped. What they British generosity. The plain truth is 
staken, § both hoped and expected was that it that you could not get any more out of 
of the § would not be paid, with the view that Ireland. British policy had so im- 
answer. some time or another the bankruptcy of poverished Ireland that the squeezability 
tives of Ireland might bring about the system of of Ireland had during that time been 
piece of J common taxation under which Ireland exhausted. I am reminded of a story of 
> assent | Could be fleeced at will, and without any a well-known member of the Munster 
f Irish § tegard to the protective stipulations of Circuit who had defended a prisoner at 
y years § the Act of Union. I solemnly declare the Cork Assizes, and who had taken 
* “The & that in my opinion history does not dis- for his fee £1 instead of £1 1s. He was 
id have @ close a more dishonourable series of arraigned before the circuit bar for 
by an § wansactions, and certainly none have having accepted an _ unprofessional 
answer § been attended by more disastrous results fee, but his answer was conclusive : 
all that § to the victims. What have been the “My God, I have taken all he had.” 
316 was @ consequences to Ireland? When we But a time came when the screw could 
he part complain of these financial grievances be put on afresh with some profit, and 
1. it is @ Weare usually met with the answer that accordingly Mr. Gladstone began the 
1 Great J there cannot be any grievance, because process in 1853, and he was faithfully 
pulders, @ every individual in the three kingdoms imitated by Mr. Disraeli in succeeding 
‘orward | istreated alike. But everybody sees the years. I wish to guard myself at once 
ime to @ Irishman’s rejoinder, that to be taxed against’making any attack upon one side 
1e rule @ alike is our grievance, because we were or the other. Both have acted the part 
It was @ guaranteed lighter taxation by the Act of plunderers of Ireland, and the question 
O'Neill § of Union on account of our lighter in- of who began it and who continued 
astered @ debtedness and our smaller ability to it is to me a matter of indifference—they 
Yhilders § pay. Again, it is said that it is not are both equally bad. Between 1853 and 
ppose,” England, Ireland, or Szotland that is 1864, while the taxation of England was 
vetween f taxed, but che individuals who live in increased by only 17 per cent., that or 
making | those countries respectively ; and again , Ireland was actually increased by 52 per 
t A has § the rejoinder is that the particular indi-' cent. ; though at the same time, while 
its the J Viduals who happened to live in Ireland England's population was going up by 
to his J & the time of the Union were granted leaps and bounds, Ireland's was steadily 

to B, § tights which were not granted vo indi- decreasing. Moreover, at what time did 
_ gener f Viduals living in the other parts of the this increase of taxation begin? Ireland 
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was still reeling, as it were, from the 
effects of the famine, was just recovering, 
just showing a little symptom of life. 
One would have thought that such a 
time would have been selected for foster- 
ing her industry, instead of crushing it 
by increased taxation. A ruthless and a 
cruel blow, in fact, was levelled at the 
prosperity of [reland between 1853 and 
1864, and the process of taxing indis- 
criminately Ireland and Great Britain, 
which was then commenced, has since 
continued, with the result that in 1894, 
according to the report of the Royal 
Commission of that year, Ireland was 
every year taxed to the extent of nearly 
three millions beyond what her relative 
taxable capacity justified. 

I now have to say a few words in refer- 
ence to the Childers Commission. 
a body of the highest possible authority ; 
it contained representatives of Great 
Britain and Ireland, those of Great 
Britain, of course, largely preponderating 
in number ; all political parties in both 
Great Britain and Ireland were repre- 
sented upon it ; it had amongst its mem- 
bers such financial experts as Lord Farrer, 
Lord Welby, the late Sir Robert Hamil- 
ton, Sir David Barbour, and Mr. Bertram 
Currie. No commission could possess 
greater weight in respect of the subject 
which it was required to investigate, 
and it was practically unanimous in its 
findings, for, though two members dis- 
sented, one of them admitted most of the 
main facts in his special report, and the 
other in his special report did not deny 
them. What did the Commission find ? 
I need only quote three of the conclu- 
sions : (1) That, as I have striven to show, 
the Act of Union imposed upon Ireland 
a burden which, as events showed, she 
was unable to bear ; (2) that the increase 
of taxation laid upon Ireland between 
1853 and 1860 was not justified by the 
then existing circumstances ; and (3) that 
whilst the actual tax revenue of Ireland 
was about one-eleventh that of Great 
Britain, the relative taxable capacity of 
Ireland was very much smaller, and was 
not estimated by any of the Commis- 
sioners as exceeding one-twentieth. Now 
if the positions of the two countries were 
changed—if it were Great Britain which 
was seeking relief, and not Ireland, and if 
such a report were made in favour of the 
claim of Great Britain—I ask any candid 


Mr. Clancy. 
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Englishman who listens to me, would 
he not consider it absolutely conclusive ? 
Why, then, is it not regarded as conclusive 
when its verdict is in favour of 
Ireland and Ireland is the claimant } 
The only answer to this question I have 
ever seen given is that, forsooth, the Com- 
mission considered the question of the 
alleged over-taxation of Ireland in con- 
nection with the question of Home Rule, 
I may be very stupid, but I have never 
been able to see in that contention any 
relevancy whatever, or anything else 
but sheer absurdity. What does it 
matter whet her the Commission looked at 
the question submitted to them in connec- 
tion with the question of Home Rule or 


not? Is not the real point whether or 
not its findings are true? Are its 


findings any the less true because they 
followed the example of Mr. Goschen in 
considering Great Britain and Ireland 
for the purpose of the inquiry as separate 
financial entities ? |The fact of the matter 
is that those who seek to discredit the 
findings of the Commission, because it 
took the course it did, virtually give up 
their case, and admit that of Ireland, for 
they show that they cannot deny the 
really essential facts as to the relative 
taxable capacity and the actual taxation 
of Ireland. For myself, the one point 
on which I think the findings of the 
Commission have been unjust to Ireland 
is that of taxable capacity. It is manifest 
that most of the Commissioners set it 
down in their own minds at far less than 
one-twentieth. Sir Robert Giffen placed 
it long ago as low as one fifty-third, and 
his authority on such a subject is of the 
highest. But, when I think of the vast 
industries of England, of her enormous 
foreign and colonial trade, of the millions 
upon millions of money which she 1s 
able to lend to or invest in every country 
under the sun, and when | then tum 
to the wretched remnant of Irish trade 
and commerce which is now left, when 
I see the roofless warehouses in our 
towns and the idle mills on the banks 
of our streams—there are twenty ol 
them in my own constituency—I begin 
to suspect that even the most apparently 
reliable statistics are illusory, and that 
even Sir Robert Giffen’s estimate is too 
high. 

But, adopting the highest estimate, 
we were, according to the Commission In 
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three-quarter millions beyond what was 
just. How does it stand now? Our 
contribution to the Imperial Revenue 
last year, according to the Paper issued 
yesterday, was nine millions and a half, 
or all but 7 per cent. of the whole—in 
other words, though our relative capa- 
city. was at the highest, one-twentieth 
—and very probably one-fiftieth—we 
paid about one-fourteenth of the taxes 
raised. It is said that this contribution, 
though larger by nearly two millions 
than in 1893-4, is relatively less than it 
was in that year. That is so ; it cannot 
he denied ; but what is the inference ? 
What but that Ireland has been ex- 
hausted ? The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is taking all we have, and he 
does not take more simply because he 
cannot get more. 
Now, what answer is given to this case ? 
I know of only one which has in it any 
substance whatever. It is the argument 
of the set-off. It is said that the greater 
part of the revenue raised in Ireland is 
returned to Ireland in the shape of 
Imperial expenditure, and that a greater 
proportion is so returned than in England 
or Scotland. I myself have so often 
dealt with this particular point that I 
shall not repeat in detail what I have said 
in previous sessions. I shall make only 
one or two remarks upon it. First, I say 
that the net contribution of each of the 
three countries, as stated in the Return, 
is arrived at in a system of book-keeping 
which would do credit to the firm of 
Pattisons, Limited. Two different prin- 
ciples are adopted almost throughout. 
Certain expenditure, which is really 
English, is set down as Imperial, and, on 
the other hand, a host of items, which 
are really Imperial, are put down to the 
debit of Ireland. I impeach the accuracy 
of this Return. I say that it is not worth 
the paper upon which it is printed, so far 
as that particular item is concerned. | 
Secondly, by the Act of 1816, you have 
no right to make what is called local 
expenditure anywhere a set-off. All 
expenditure out of the Imperial Ex- 
chequer was to be spent in any part of 
the country where it was needed, and 
was not to be counted as local expenditure 
at all. Thirdly, I say that if expenditure 


is to be regarded as a set-off to over- 
taxation, there cannot be over-taxation 
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1894, taxed to the extent of two and | 


'do demonstrate it, to remove it. 


in my name. 
l 
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anywhere. Italy is supposed to be over- 
taxed, but it cannot be on the set-off 
theory, because al that is raised by 
taxation in Italy is spent in Italy. Turkey 
is supposed to be over-taxed ; but itecannot 
be if the theory of the set-off is to be 
accepted, because all that is raised in 
Turkey is spent in Turkey. The truth, 
of course, is that you are holding Ireland 
by force and by corruption. Every man 
in Ireland, outside of a few fanatics in the 
North of Ireland who are sincere, is paid 
for his loyalty. I mean that every man 
who professes loyalty is either paid for 
his loyalty or overpaid for it ; he is either 
paid in actual cash, or has very good 
expectations of payment. You, therefore, 
naturally find it more costly in pro- 


portion than the government of 
England or of Scotland, which are 
governed by consent. But that is 


no reason why you should seek to 
burden Ireland beyond the limits of what 
you call a solemn contract, and then pre- 
tend that you are giving back something 
for Ireland’s benefit when, as a matter 
of fact, you are spending it for your own 
Imperial purposes. How much comfort 
does the peasant in Connemara, or Kerry, 
or West Cork, or on the hills of Donegal, 
feel when he hears that £1,400,000 is 
spent on military police, or a million on 
the administration of the law? The 
set-off idea is absurd, and I will not labour 
it further. Now I shall be asked what 
remedy do I propose. I answer that I 
propose none. I have not the power, 
and, therefore, I have not the responsi- 
bility of devising a remedy. It is for the 
majority of this House, who have both 
the power and the responsibility, to find a 
remedy. All that we Irish representa- 
tives are called upon to do is to demon- 
strate the existence of the grievance of 
which we complain, and to ask you, if we 
We 
have demonstrated it, and we now appeal 
to the representatives of Great Britain to 
say whether the time has not come to 
acknowledge our claim, the redress of 


'which, though it would benefit us much 


indeed, would involve no more than a 
feather’s weight of additional charge for 
this rich and powerful country. Sir, I 
beg to move the resolution which stands 
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Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 


N.): My hon. friend has treated this | 


subject with his usual ability, and in 
saying that I must express my regret 
on my own behalf that he has left me 
very little to say. This question being 
largely, though not entirely, a historical 
question, it is necessary that we should 
go into what is to some Members a chapter 
of ancient history. I am reminded that 


this is a new Parliament, and _ that, 
although to a considerable number of 
Members the statement of the Irish 


financial grievance is not a new one, 
there are a number who have not heard 
it before, and that must be our reason 
for, perhaps, making it at somewhat 
greater length than we otherwise should 
do. The Irish financial grievance has 
now been discussed for a considerable 
number of years. Previous discussions 
have produced no effect so far as the 
provision of a remedy is concerned, 
and probably our debate to-night will 
not be any more successful; but, at 
all events, we must do our best to state 
our case, and then upon the English 
Members who compose the majority 
of this House will lay the responsibility. 

The Act of Union is regarded by a 
great many people in the country as 
having been a great benefit to Ireland. 
It is supposed that Mr. Pitt, Lord Castle- 
reagh, and the other gentlemen who 
proposed and carried the Act of Union, 
were actuated by an earnest desire to 
promote the prosperity of Ireland. It 
may surprise hon. Members to know 
that when Ireland had a Parliament of 
her own, that Parliament, when left 
alone, managed to conduct its affairs 
fairly well and to the satisfaction of the 
people in those days. It was not thor- 
oughly representative, but, as Par- 
liaments went, it conducted its affairs 
very satisfactorily. It managed the 
financial business of Ireland with a con- 
siderable amount of success. Taxation 
in those days was extremely low, and we 


have it on the authority of the Speaker | 


of the Irish Parliament that the Irish 
people were more lightly taxed than 
any other people in Europe. 
thing the Act of Union succeeded in 
doing was to pile up to an enormous 
extent the Irish National Debt. When 
Ireland had a Parliament of her own 
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she had a small debt, the amount at the 
time of the proposal of the Union being 
some £6,000,000. The Act of Union, 
however, amongst other things, added 
£21,000,000 to the Irish National Debt. 
Bribing the Irish Parliament cost 
£1,500,000 ; compensation to loyalists 
amounted to another £1,500,000 ; and 
compensation to officials took £500,000. 
Then there was a secret service fund, 
State trials, and things of that sort, 
which cost an enormous amount of 
money, and all of it was added to the 
National Debt of Ireland. The Union 
was in reality conceived for the benefit of 
England, and in its working has con- 
duced materially to the financial advan- 
tage of England. 


1 
| 


The Act of Union was introduced with 
numberless promises, and it might not 
be amiss to remind the hon. Members 
of the definite pledges which were given, 
on the strength of which England is 
supposed to govern Ireland. The first 
pledge in Article 7 was that the pre-Union 
debts of Ireland and England should 
remain distinct. Then that the revenue 
of each country should be applied in 
the first instance to the payment of the 
annual charge of its separate debt. As 
soon, however, as the Act of Union 
was passed, Ireland was charged more 
than a million a year for the service of 
the debt of England. The next promise 
was that the joint expenditure of the 
Empire should be divided into seventeen 
parts, of which fifteen should be charged 
to England and two to Ireland. That 
undertaking has never been fulfilled, 
and Ireland has had to pay very much 
more than the proportion there laid down. 
The fourth promise is very important— 
namely, that if either country had a 
surplus that surplus should be applied 
to the exclusive use of that country. 
That is an extremely valuable provision, 
and is quite sufficient in itself to dispose 
of the argument of the “ set off ”’ to the 
Irish contribution to the Imperial ex- 
chequer. The next pledge was that all 
moneys to be raised after the Union 
by loan should be a joint debt, and the 
charge thereof borne by the two countries 
according to the proportions I have just 
méntioned—namely, fifteen-seventeenths 
‘by England and two seventeenths by 
Ireland. That is a provision which 
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would have assisted Ireland to a very 


large extent, but, like all other provisions 
in the Act of Union, it was not observed. 
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It would be especially usefully now that | 
the National Debt of this country has | 


increased to such an enormous extent. 
The sixth provision was that England's 
proportion of contribution to the joint 
expenses should be periodically revised— 
at the latest in 1820—and her taxation 
adjusted according to her ability. This 
provision, of course, was’ not carried 
outany morethantherest. Theseventh 
provision was that indiscriminate taxa- 
tion should be allowed only when by 
remission of taxes, or by reudction of 
debt, British taxation and British in- 
debtedness had been reduced to the 
proportion of fifteen British to two Irish, 
but that provision has been deliberately 
violated. 

The next pledge was that under no 
circumstances whatsoever should Ireland 
be made liable at any time for British 
pre-Union indebtedness. Those were the 
pledges of the Act of Union, and I apolo- 
gise to the House for reminding it of the 
principles on which it is bound by law 
to regulate its fiscal dealings with Ireland. 
My hon. friend the Member for North 
Dublin has quoted the various promises 
made by Castlereagh, and I do not think 
[ need detain the House by quoting any 
more of his pledges. The Act of Union 
is as the ark of the covenant with the 
present Government. Neither they nor 
any of their predecessors have ever paid 
the least regard to its provisions. Per- 
haps I may be allowed to give a short 
summary of how the Union pledges 
were kept. From 1807 to 1817 Ireland 
under English administration paid 
£68,000,000 for her own charges, an 
average of £4,000,000 per annum ; while 
under the Irish Parliament the cost was 
invariably under £2,000,000 a year. In 
addition to paying this £68,000,000 
under English management, Ireland 
during the same period contributed for 
British purposes £91,165,654 out of 
revenue. At the end of that period, from 
1801 to 1817, Ireland was in addition 
saddled with a debt of £112,684,773 for 
England’s benefit solely. How the Union 
promises to Ireland in financial matters 
were carried out I will deal with briefly 
as I goon. I may, however, summarise | 
England’s observance of her promises 
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/in the following extract from Returns 
in the library of this House— 


Irish Irish Trish Ex- 
Debt. Taxation. penditure. 

£ £ £ 
1797... 5,800,000 ... 1,988,818 ... 3,311,702 
1800... 28,541,157 ... 3,445,718 ... 7,201,231 
1815 ... 108,871,184 ... 6,937,558 ... 13,326,433 
1817 ... 112,684,773 ... 7,090,453 ... 14,714,034 


My hon. friend the Member for North 
Dublin has explained how this great in- 
crease was made in Irish taxation, and 
how this large amount was added to the 
National Debt by reason of this unfair 
proportion, and therefore I need not 
go into that matter. This is how the 
thing was done. The Union proportion 
of two-seventeenths of joint liability was 
too high. The promises given at the 
time of union were violated, and Ireland 
was taxed for England’s pre-Union debt. 
Various other charges due by England 
alone were placed on Ireland’s back, and 
the accounts were manipulated. England 
borrowed for her wars and charged 
Ireland with the repayment of the money, 
borrowed without Parliamentary autho- 
rity. Money borrowed for Irish pur- 
poses was spent by England and charged 
to Ireland, and money paid by Ireland 
into joint account was not credited to 
her. Irish moneys in the British Trea- 
sury were disappearing constantly, and 
no account was given of them. 

Then came in 1817 the amalgamation 
of the two Exchequers. The amalgama- 
tion of Exchequers has been described 
as an act of English generosity to Ireland. 
It is curious that though Ireland is said 
not to have kept her Union obligations— 
unjust though they were—she actually 
did pay up to 1817 £13,057,719 more 
than she was bound to pay by the Act 
of Union—even in these times of un- 
paralleled extravagance. The amalga- 
mation of Exchequers was a violation 
of the Union pledge that indiscriminate 
taxation should be allowed only when 
by remission of taxes or by reduction of 
debt British taxation and British in- 
debtedness had been reduced to the pro- 
portion of fifteen British to two Irish, 
meaning Irish debt and Irish taxation 
raised for Irish purposes. Precisely the 
opposite of what was pretended by the Act 
of Union had taken place. The taxation 
and indebtedness of Ireland under 
English management had increased to 
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such an inconceivable degree that they | 


bore the proportion of two to fifteen to 
the taxation and indebtedness of England. 
Though the situation was exactly oppo- 
site, the result was exactly the same. 
Ireland was promised exceptional ‘treat- 
ment at the time of the amalgamation 
of the Exchequers, and it is quite true 
that she got it. Before amalgamation 
England had been increasing Irish taxa- 
tion. After amalgamation she began 
decreasing her own. In 1818 
£17,000,000 of English taxation was 
taken off, but none was taken off Ire- 


land. From 1817 to 1843 the taxation 
taken off England amounted to) 


£45,549,685, 
off Ireland was only £2,416,000. Let 
me point out very briefly what has been 
described as the advantage of the amalga- 
mation of these two Exchequers, which 
is said to have been such a great boon 


while the amount taken | 


to Ireland. During five years before 1817, | 
Ireland paid one-thirteenth of the total | 
that Ireland will find itself overtaxed to 


taxation ; but for five years after Ireland 
paid one-twelfth. From the year 1817 


to 1843 Ireland paid one-sixth of the | 


whole taxation of both countries. There- | 
fore the amalgamation of the Ex-| 


chequers made the Irish nation pay | 


one-sixth of the whole taxation of the 


two countries instead of one-thirteenth. | 


Now we come to the third period, 
from 1853 to the Commission. 
vear the next great increase in Irish 
taxation was effected. The period was 
well chosen. It was the period of the 
Irish famine, during which 1,000,000 
persons died and 1,000,000 emigrated. 
Local taxation was incredibly high. It 
was at this time that the income tax, the 
death duties, and the increased spirit 
duties were imposed upon Ireland. I 
will tell the House the story of the income 
tax. During the Irish famine the sum 
of £4,000,000, in terminable annuities, 


In that | 
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year 1860. That seven years elapsed, 
but that charge was not taken off, and 
this tax still remains, and it has been 
increased from year to year. In re- 
payment ,of this £4,000,000 of termin- 
able annuities, which was money ad- 
vanced by the British Treasury, the 
Irish people have paid no less than 
£32,000,000 in income tax. By that 
act of generosity the British Treasury 
did extremely well. 

I think the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will admit that whisky is taxed 
so highly at present that it cannot be 
taxed any higher, while beer has been 
let off very lightly. For every sixpence 
spent by an Irishman in whisky the 
Exchequer gets 5d., and for every 6d. 
spent in beer the Exchequer gets 1d. 
From the year 1853 down to the time 
of the Financial Relations Commission 
Ireland paid one-fifth of the general 
taxation of the country. This year, 
judging by the figures, I should imagine 


the extent of some £4,500,000. I think 
the situation is sufficiently serious to 
invite the careful attention of the House 
to the matter. Nobody will hold that 
Ireland is a rich country, or that her 
‘industries are in a prosperous condition. 
The population of Ireland is decreasing 
to an alarming extent, and taxation is at 
the same time increasing to a corre- 
sponding extent. What earthly hope is 
there for the Irish people if this kind of 
thing continues ! It is very easy for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to get up 
here and propose additional taxation, 
but what is the Government going to 
do in Ireland to stop the emigration of 
the people ? The reason the Irish people 
are leaving their native country in such 
large numbers is that they have no 
means of living in their own country. 
'and they cannot find employment at 


was being paid off by Ireland, but the! home. I firmly believe that the over- 


people were dying of starvation, and it 
was suggested that Ireland should be 
relieved of this burden. 


This generous | Ireland. 


| taxation of Ireland is the most potent 
| force in regard to the emigration from 
| Over-taxation is paralysing 


gift was made to Ireland on the condition | every industry in Ireland, and if the 


that it should be paid back at the rate 
of £200,000 a year. A Committee of 
the House of Lords recommended that 


object of the imposition of additional 
taxes upon Ireland is to turn out the 
people by over-taxation then the British 





that £4,000,000 sheuld be wiped out | Government are going the right way to 
altogether, but as a quid pro quo Ireland | accomplish their object. 


was to make an annual contribution of | 


£460,000 for seven years, to end in the 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 





If hon. Members opposite are serious 
in considering this question of over- 


| 





esti 
mis 
tute 
reg. 
ear] 
me! 
Cla 


"7 
CH 
Bri: 
tha 
sho 
the 
brir 
tha 
just 








92 


psed, 
, and 
been 
n re- 
‘min- 
y ad- 
the 
than 
that 
isury 


Ex- 
axed 
ot be 
been 
ence 

the 
y 6d. 
bid. 
time 
ssion 
neral 
year, 
igine 
ed to 
hink 
1s to 
Louse 
that 
+ her 
ition. 
sing 
Lis at 
‘Orre- 
ype is 
nd of 
r the 
ot up 
ition, 
1g to 
on of 
eople 
such 
e no 
ntry, 
nt at 
overl- 
otent 
from 
ysing 
f the 
tional 
t the 
ritish 
ay to 


TOUS 
ovel- 














893 Financial Relations of = {18 Juty 1901} = Gt. Britain and Ireland. 894 


taxation in a country suffering from!I am a little surprised, however, that, 
extreme poverty, they ought to bear in having regard to the views expressed by 
mind that, although it may seem tothem the two hon. Members who moved and 
a small thing to impose an increased | seconded this resolution, the subject has 
tax in this country, the same tax falls been allowed to remain comparatively 
very severely upon the poor people of unnoticed for nearly three years. I 
Ireland, who have not the same oppor- think that it is as long ago as 1898 since 
tunities of making money as the people we had a formal discussion in the 
have in England. I had intended to House. 

deal with several other matters, but I 
will not do so now, as I know that other 
Members wish to speak. We are always 
hearing of the great generosity of Eng- 
land towards Ireland, and of the vast 
amount of money which is spent in 
Ireland. May I point out that all the) = fr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
money which is spent in Ireland is} §); And what have you done since ? 
Irish money? When the Irish Church : 

was disestablished certain grants were 

commuted and paid off out of Irish) *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Then I am 
money, Which was taken out of afraid the discussiondid not make much 
the Irish Chureh surplus. That was impression upon me compared with 
a typical case of the great generosity 
with which Ireland was treated. There 
were many other sums of money which 
I could mention, which ought to come 
to Ireland for Irish purposes, but which 
had been taken away from Ireland and 
spent in ways which we know nothing 
about. These are small details of our 
financial grievances, to which I invite the 
attention of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequers I thank the House for the 
attention which hon. Members have 
accorded to me, and I will formally 
second the motion of my hon. friend. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
No, no; last year a motion was made 
similar to this. 


the debates which took place between 
1896 and 1898. I own that I am sur- 
prised that the hon. Member for North 
Dublin should have rested the whole of 
his case on the Act of Union, 
which he so bitterly denounced. He 
applied to that Act and its framers 
every epithet the English language 
could supply. It was fraudulent, in- 
famous, and dishonourable, and since 
that date the action of Great Britain 
towards Ireland has been a mixture of 
plunder and corruption. Well, [have no 
doubt the hon. Member spoke his sincere 
opinions on the matter. But does he 

Motion made, and Question proposed, think the use of such language really 
“That the over-taxation of Ireland, forwards the cause he has at heart? | 
established by the recent Roval Com-. hope he will allow that we have a right 
mission on Financial Relations, consti- to look at history from an opposite point 
tutes a serious and pressing grievance as | of view to his own. 


regards that country, and demands the I hope that my statement this evening, 
early attention of His Majesty’s Govern-| which, I fear, will be absolutely opposed 
ment with a view to its removal.’’-—(Mr. | to the views of hon. Members below the 
Clancy.) gangway, may be received by them with 


the patience we have extended to the 


a Ks . | hon. Member for North Dublin. I 
* ’ 1 
THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- must, in the first instance, record my 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  BEAcH, entire disagreement with the view of 
Bristol, W.): I think it is quite natural the hon. Member for North Dublin that 
that hon. Members below the gangway the Act of Union required that Ireland 
should desire to take this opportunity in| should have separate financial treat- 
the first session of a new Parliament to: ment, and that that was as much the 
bring to the test of debate and division | dominant idea after the passing of the 
that which they consider to be an in-| Act as before. I read the Act of Union 
justice in the over-taxation of Ireland. | quite differently. So far as I can judge 
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—and I have endeavoured to arrive at 
an honest and unbiased opinion on this 
matter—the Act of Union deliberately 
contemplated the abolition of separate 
financial treatment, except on one point, 
to which I shall afterwards allude, and 
made it clear that anything approach- 
ing to a system under which the revenue 
to be raised in Great Britain and Ireland 
could be desided according to the 
taxable capecity of the two islands, 
or by any specific proportions, be- 
longed to political relations between 
the two countries which came to an end 
with the Act of Union and the financial 
arrangements which the Union was 
intended to extinguish, and which were 
extinguished with the complete assent 
of the Irish representatives of the day in 
this House when the Act of 1817 became 
law. I know that the mover and 
seconder of the motion have described 
the action of the Irish representatives 
in 1817 as of no value. They repre- 
sented Ireland as fully as any hon. 
Members elected to Parliament before 
that dite. Hon. Members from Ireland 
are never tired of praising the action of 
the Irish Members who opposed the Act 
of Union in the old Irish Parliament, 
and of other Irish representstives— 
elected solely by Protestant suffrage— 
who at various times upheld their views 
in that and other matters. The re- 
presentatives of Ireland in 1817 no doubt 
were elected before Catholic emancipr- 
tion. But they represented Ireland. 
[Nationalist cries of “ No.”] Do hon. 
Members really mean to say that no 
action which the Irish representatives 
have ever taken could bind Ireland until 
after Catholic emancipation? [‘ Hear, 
hear” from Nationalist Members.] I 
am afraid the further I go the more I 
find myself in discord with the extra- 
ordinary views of Irish Nationalist Mem- 
bers as to the history of this subject. 
Ever since the Act of 1817, that is, 
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more than eighty years ago, this has | 


been the financial system of the United 
Kingdom—common taxation throughout 


_ children on their 


the whole country. At first, no doubt, the 
taxes were in some respects different. By | 


degrees they were nearly equalised, and 
that is what hon. Members complain of. 
But why? The hon. Member for North 
Dublin referred, almost with derision, 
to what many have said, and I have 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


| Kingdom. 
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ventured to say, in regard to the incidence 
of taxation. I maintain, as I have stated 
before, that the incidence of taxation 
is on individuals and not upon 
countries, and I defy anyone to show 
that an individual residing in Ireland 
is more heavily taxed than an individual 
of the same circumstances in England 
or Scotland. Take a person who pays 
income tax in any part of the United 
He is in a more favourable 
position in Ireland than in Great Britain, 
because the assessment of income tax 
in Ireland is more favourable to the 
taxpayer than in Great Britain. The 
assessment of income tax in Ireland is 
based on Griffith’s valuation. In cases 
where the rent is lower than that valua- 
tion the income tax is assessed on that 
rent, but if the rent is higher than 
that valuation the tax is assessed 
on Griffith’s valuation. I am speaking 
of Schedule A. Everyone knows that a 
person in that class is exempt in Ireland 
from house duty which he has to 
pay in Great Britain, from land tax, 
which many owners of property pay 
in Great Britain, and from taxes on 
servants and carriages, and if he travels 
on railways his fare is not increased 
by railway passengers’ duty. All these 
are advantages which such a_ person 
enjoys in Ireland as compayed with 
a person who lives in England. 


Mr. CLANCY: All these taxes only 
amount to £4,000,000 a year. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: May L ask 
the hon. Member not to interrupt me! 
I did not interrupt him. I come now to 
the class of persons who are below 
income tax limit and pay nothing but 
indirect taxation. Such a man pays 
the same taxation on his glass of beer 
and whisky whether in Ireland or 
Great Britain. His wife pays the same 
taxes on her tea, cocoa, and coffee, his 
sugar. 

As regards the incidence of taxation 
upon individuals, our present system 
is absolutely fair throughout the whole 
of the United Kingdom. Hon. Members 
would propose to substitute for that 


‘some kind of change, I don't know 
| what, which they have never suggested. 
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The hon. Member for North Dublin laid 
great stress, as stress has often been laid, 
on the one solitary provision of the Act 
of Union on which his claim is based. 
That is the proviso with regard to the 
exemptions and abatements which may 
be accorded to Ireland in certain circum- 
stances. It was originally in the Act of 
Union between England and Scotland. 
For a hundred years it remained there 
without, so far as I know, having the 
slightest influence on the financial 
system of the country, and it was 
borrowed from that Act and put into 
the Act of Union between Great Britain 
and Ireland. How was it interpreted 
by Lord Castlereagh, the framer of the 
Act of Union? The hon. Member for 
North Dublin quoted Lord Castlereagh, 
and I hope I may dothe same. Lord 
Castlereagh said abatement might be 
given to Ireland ‘in case some duty 
was unproductive or pressed heavily on 
the poor.” Of course, in those days 
there were many unproductive duties. 
It was a time of protective duties, 
and it was a time when there were high 
duties on every necessary of life, but 
that time has gone by. The only duties 
that can be called high now, in refer- 
ence to the value of the articles 
on which they are placed, are the duties 
on aleohol and tobacco, and I will venture 
to say that no one who looks at the con- 
sumption of aleohol and tobacco by the 
population in any part of the United 
Kingdom can say that those duties are 
either unproductive or press heavily on 
the poor. As I have said, we have a 
system of common taxation. The hon. 
Member for West Islington, who has taken 
great interest in this question, has pro- 
posed a scheme for completely changing 
that. He would restore custom-houses 
between Ireland and Great Britain, and 
differentiate the customs and_ excise 
duties between the two countries. 
I can only repeat my strong. con- 
viction that no greater injury could | 
be inflicted upon Ireland. I believe 
that, if there be any injury inflicted on 
Ireland by our present system of taxation, 
an infinitely greater injury would be 
inflicted by a system of custom-houses | 
between the two countries, which would 
place Ireland’s staple manufactures of 
dutiable goods, such as porter, whisky, | 


| 
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-and tobacco at every disadvantage in 


the British market. 


I hope hon. Members will do me the 
credit of believing that I speak from 
sincere conviction when I assume ground 
which I know is absolutely contrary to 
the ground they occupy. I protest 
against this question being treated except 
as a question of common taxation and 
expenditure. Hon. Members insist on 
treating it as a question of separate 
taxation, but they never will treat it as a 
question of separate expenditure ; yet 
when Mr. Gladstone’s Government 
appointed that Royal Commission whose 
Report is really the basis of the motion 
now before us, what was the order of 
reference to that Commission? It was 
not only directed to inquire into the 
comparative taxable capacity of Ireland 
and Great Britain, but also to inquire 
what the charge had been for Irish 
purposes on the Imperial Exchequer, 
and what was the Imperial expenditure 
to which it was equitable Ireland should 
contribute. That Commission abso- 
lutely shirked the duty which was 
imposed upon it. It altogether declined 
to enter upon the latter part of its inquiry, 
and yet without a Report on that subject 
that inquiry for the purposes for which 
it was appointed—to find a basis for a 
scheme of Home Rule—would have been 
absolutely ineffective. Are we to be 
told that because that Royal Commission 
made an inconclusive and incomplete 
Report we must consider this subject on 
the ground of separate taxation as 
regards Ireland, but on the ground of 
common expenditure as regards the 
United Kingdom ? I venture to say that 


|if you will not treat both taxation and 


expenditure as common, you must treat 
them both as separate, and as that 
is the only ground on which hon. 
Members will meet me, I shall attempt so 
to consider them. What are the allega- 
tions that have been made this evening ? 
I am not going to say anything more 
than I have said as to the history of the 
past. It is interesting, but we have 
heard it before, and I do not think it is a 
practical subject for discussion. I would 
prefer to take the history of the time 
since the Royal Commission reported. 
What did the majority of the Royal Com- 
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mission say? They said that, whereas 
the taxable capacity of Ireland was not 
estimated by any of them to be more than 
one-twentieth of the taxable capacity 
of the whole of the United Kingdom, 
the taxation revenue of Ireland was as 
much as one-eleventh. Well, there has | 
been a change since that time, which | 
the hon. Member for North Dublin has | 
admitted. It has been a change in the | 
direction which, I suppose, the majority | 


Member would desire to go, for the taxa- 
tion revenue of Ireland now is less than 
one-fourteenth of the taxation revenue 
of the United Kingdom ; and therefore, 
if there be a grievance on that score, the | 
grievance is materially less than it was | 
at the date of the Report of the Royal | 


| 
. . | 
Commission. 


It is said that since the Report of 
the Commission the taxation of Ireland 
has been increased, and that it has been 


greatly increased, although Ireland is | 
less able to bear it. That, [ think, is a | 
fair statement of what I take to be the) 
real practical grievance which has been | 
brought before the House of Commons 
this evening. So far as I know, the main 


argument in support of the inability of | 
Irishmen to bear the increased taxation 
is that the receipts from income tax in | 
Ireland have diminished. That is taken | 
as the test of the prosperity of the country, | 
and it is said that, whereas the receipts | 
from each penny of the income tax have | 
increased in Great Britain, they have 
decreased in Ireland. I have examined this 
matter. I may say, in passing, that [donot 
think the income tax is quite a fair test of 
the wealth of Ireland, or of any country, 
because everybody knows that it applies 
only to a very limited class, and you 
cannot be sure that the wealth of that 
limited class bears the same proportion 
to the wealth of the whole community 
in one country as it does in another. It is 
a fact, I believe, that the receipts from | 


each penny of the income tax in Ireland | 
have decreased of late years. Why is | 
that ? In the first place, everybody | 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. | 
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‘transfer of Irish 


/receipts under Schedule A, 


| comparison, 
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knows that there has been a considerable 
landed estates from 
landlords to tenants. What has hap- 
pened ? When an estate belonged to a 
landlord it was liable to income tax. 
because the landlord was liable, but when 
it is split up among the tenants it is not 
liable to income tax, because the tenants 
are not liable. There have been other sales 
in Ireland besides those to tenants under 
the Land Acts which have reduced the 
but a far 


oe | more im yortant reason for a dec "ease 
of the Roval Commission and the hon. | _. I : : reased 
_ yield of income tax is to be found in the 


abatements which were largely increased 
by the legislation of 1894 and 1898. Of 
course, everybody knows that Ireland isa 
poorer country than Great Britain, and 


‘that the income-tax payers are few, in 


in proportion to the 
population. Therefore, it would neces- 
sarily happen that a larger proportion of 
these income-tax payers are — small 
income-tax payers, and the great benefit 
which has been derived by such 
persons from these abatements, in pro- 
portion to the amount of taxes paid, is to 
be found in Ireland rather than in Great 
Britain. That is the main reason for the 
decrease in the yield of the income tax 
in Ireland. But I am happy to say that. 


| having investigated the returns, I find 


that the income-tax assessment under 


| the head of trades, professions, and public 
‘companies has distinetly increased in 
|Ireland of late years, and that shows. 


I think, a change in the condition of 
that country of a very different kind 
from what hon. Members below the 
gangway have suggested. Of course, I 
am not attempting to argue that Ireland 


| has advanced in prosperity and wealth 


in the last few years as much as England. 


| I do not suggest it for a moment; but 


I do say this—that to picture Ireland 
as growing poorer and poorer every day 
is an entire misrepresentation of the 
facts. 


I admit there has been a slight decrease 
in the population in the last ten years. 
But why? There has been a decrease 
in the rural population of England, and 


! as there are fewer towns in Ireland, com- 
| paratively, than there are in England 


the decrease in the rural population has 
not been made up, as it has been made 
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upin England, byan increase in the urban | are aware that when these statistics were 
population. But the population of Ire- | originally framed it was found impossible 
land, if it has decreased, is better off than to arrive at any real estimate of the pro- 
it was ten years ago. Now, herearesome portionate amount of dutiable articles. 
figures, which are very ordinary sta- except spirits, consumed in the different 
tistics, but which ought to be appealed | parts of the kingdom, and there was 
to by anyone considering the condition of an attempt made to obtain information 
Ireland. ‘Take the traftic receipts of from returns of the railway traffic, 
Irish railways. I find that the average and in other ways of that kind. But the 
receipts for the five years before 1893 main basis adopted was the basis of popu- 
amounted to £3,110,000 a year. In_ lation. The total amount of these dutiahle 
1899, the last year for which I have the articles consumed in the United Kingdom 
figures, the receipts rose to £3,640,000. was practically divided between the 
That is not a sign of decay. Then, if you countries according to population. But 
look at the postal statistics, the number clearly this ought to be done according 
of money orders, and everything of that to the actual population, and statistics 
kind, you will find a large increase in are not of much value if you calculate 
Ireland. If you look atthe savings banks the revenue of Ireland derived from 
you will find that, whereas the deposits indirect taxation upon a population 
in Irish savings banks amounted to which existed ten years ago; you must 
$5,931,000 in the former year; they calculate it upon the present population. 
have grown to £10,066,000. There is I have endeavoured to have the figurcs 
also an increase in the deposits in the for this year caleulated on the basis of 
joint-stock banks from £35,852,000 in the last census returns, and what | find 
1893 to £43,280,000 in 1900. These is that on that basis the total taxa- 
are not signs of decay and impoverish- tion revenue of the United Kingdem 
ment, and it cannot be contended would be £129,201,000, while the total 
that they do not show an improvement taxation revenue of Ireland would be 
in the condition of Ireland, in spite of the £8,631,000, or 6°7 per cent. of the total 
decrease in the number of the population. taxation revenue of the United Kingdom. 
Then, it is said, you have added largely the fact being, I believe, at the present 
to the taxation of Ireland, and therefore moment that, of every 21s. raised by 
you have increased the over-taxation of taxation in the United Kingdom, Ireland. 
Ireland as compared with 1894. What raises but 1s. 5d. I do not think that 
are the facts ? Undoubtedly the taxation can be said to be over-taxation. Let us 
of Ireland has been increased. In 1893-4 look at one other point in these figures. 
—the date of the Report of the Royal Com- | I have said the total taxation revenue of 
mission—the tax revenue of Ireland was the United Kingdom in 1893-94 was 
6,644,000, and the tax revenue of the £82,400,000, and that it has risen this 
United Kingdom, including the revenue year to more than £129,000,000, an 
of Ireland, was £82,439,000, so that 8°l increase of nearly £47,000,000. How 
per cent. of the whole of the tax revenue | much of that increase has been levied im 
in that year was raised in Ireland. In Ireland? Just £2,000,000. So that 
1899-90, the last year before the war | Ireland has paid of that increase 1 in 233, 
taxation, the tax revenue of Ireland was much less than the proportion which 
£7,619,000, while the tax revenue of the | was suggested to be the taxable capacity 
United Kingdom was £107,958,000, the | of Ireland by the Royal Commission. 

tax revenue of Ireland having fallen; I hope I am not wearying the House, 
to a proportion of 7°1 per cent. of the but I think it my duty to place befcre it 
revenue of the United Kingdom. Now, the statistical view of this matter. 1 
I will take the year 1901-2. I am’ now come to a part of the case which 1 
sorry that I consented, in deference to the know perfectly well hon. Members fcr 
wish of hon. Members opposite, to place | Ireland will regard as entirely irrelevant, 
on the Table the latest statistics on the and that is, what is the real contributicn 
subject which have been published, | of Ireland to Imperial expenses? I co 
because the old basis of calculation is not attempt to arrive at any agreement 
faulty in an important particular in| with the hon. Member for North Dublin 
regard to this year. I think hon. Members | with regard to any definition of Imperial 
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expenses, and this for reasons which I 
shall presently show. I hope, at any 
rate, | may assume that even hon. Mem- 
bers below the gangway will not dispute 
that Ireland, as a member of the govern- 
ing body of the Empire, is bound to bear 
her fair share of Imperial expenditure. 
{ know that some hon. Members have 
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asked what concern has Ireland in the |! 
same thing may be said | 
must | 


Navy, and the 
in regard to the Army; but I 
assume that as the basis of my argument. 


And now let us see what Ireland does | 
contribute towards Imperial expenses. | 


In 1893-94 the total revenue from the 
United Kingdom available for Imperial 
services was £58,668,000. Of that Great 
Britain raised £56,702,000 and Ireland | 
£1,966,000, or 3°24 per cent. of the | 
whole amount. In 1896-97 the revenue 
from the United Kingdom available 
for Imperial services had 
£70,268,000. Of that 
buted no more than 3°10 per cent., a | 
decrease as compared with 1893-94. In | 
1899-1900 the revenue from the United 
Kingdom available for Imperial expendi- 
ture was £79,885,000. 
contributed no more than £1,684,000, 


or 2°11 per cent. of the total contribu- | 


tion. And when I come to the present 
year, and take the estimated balance 
of the revenue of the United Kingdom 
—exeluding the coal duty, which I 


have always argued will not be paid | 
will | 


by anyone in  lreland—which 
be available for Imperial expenditure, | 
I find that it amounts to no less 
than £99,795,000, out of which Ireland 
will contribute no more than £2,384,000, 
2°39 per cent. of the total amount con- 
tributed by the United Kingdom. Is that 
an unreasonable proportion to ask from 
Ireland ? It is not one-twentieth of our 
Imperial expenditure, as suggested by the 
report of the Royal Commission. TI do 
not think it is as much as one-fortieth. 
And I would call attention to this fact 
that, whereas the contribution of Ireland 
to Imperial expenditure in 1893-94 
was £2,186,000, this year, when we have 
all the charges of the war and an enor- 
mously increased expenditure on the 
Army ‘and the Navy upon our head, the 
only increase in the amount of Irish 
revenue devoted to Imperial expenditure 
is £400,000, a sum which is just one- 
hundredth part of the increase in the 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


risen to | 
Ireland contri- | 


Of that Ireland | 
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revenue from the United Kingdom 
available for Imperial expenditure 
since 1893-4. And yet we have had 
speech after speech from the Benches 
below the gangway opposite denouncing 
the Budget, and ‘everything connected 
with the Budget, onaccount of the enor. 
mous sums which we are raising from 
Ireland for the war, . 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What are 
the figures which the right hon. Gentle. 
man is quoting from, and what is the 
|authority for them ? 


| *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The figures 
in regard to past years will be found in 
[the financial returns. The figures for 
\this year are estimates made, as I have 
said, on the same basis as the financial 
returns corrected by the last census. 

I frankly admit, howeve sr, that where 
you levy taxation in a poor country 
that taxation may press more heavily 
‘than in a rich country, and therefore, 
in framing the Budget of the present 
year, Lattempted to mitigate, so to speak, 
the pressure of the sugar duty on Irish 
taxpayers by raising the income tar, 
and by asking Parliament to impose the 
/export duty on coal. Now, the export 
duty on coal has no effect on Ireland at 
‘all. That has been admitted, I think, 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford, and he went so far as to say 
that in this Budget he recognised, for the 
first time in his recollection, an attempt 
to deal fairly with Ireland. Yet what 
| | happened oe pe all the discussions 
lon the Budget? On every division on 
the coal Gel we had many divi- 
sions—which did not touch Ireland, and 
which was adopted by me largely with 
the idea of being just to Ireland—every 
Member below the gangway—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The reason 
we voted against this tax was that no 
man on these benches would take any 
responsibility for voting money for this 
war. 





*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I have no 
right to question the motives of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite or their policy ; they 
know their own business much_ better 
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than I do, but I would just ask the hon. | the day in any attempt to diminish it. 


and learned Member, does he think such 


action is calculated to encourage me or 


interests in great Britain in the desire to | thing like double that sum 


do justice to Ireland in the matter of 
taxation ! 

The hon. Member for North Dubiin 
not unreasonably said that he had no 
remedy to propose for the grievances he 
placed before the House. It was not his 
business to do so. 


meet the views of hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. One way is by increased local 


Great Britain. We have done a good deal 
inthat way already, and have gone so far 


But | suppose hon. Members will con- 


‘sider that these are only _palliatives. 
anyone holding my position in attempt-| They ask from us to-day not two and 
ing to face powerful and well-organised | three-quarter millions a year, but some- 


It is im- 


possible. Any attempt to meet snch 


'demands would simply destroy the fiscal 


There are only two | 


ways in which anything can be done to | : i 
ithe adoption of 


system, which I believe is fairer to all 
persons in the United Kingdom than any 
other fiscal system that could be devised. 
It would injure the commercial relations 
between the two islands as much as their 
political relations would be injured by 
Home Rule. There- 


fore, on behalf of His Majesty's Govern- 


that of every pound spent in local services | 
n Ireland 14s. 7d. comes from the Ex- | 
chequer, while of every pound spent in | 


local services in Great Britain only 9s. 5d. 
comes from the Exchequer. Since 1893-4 
we have given to Ireland in paid or 


grants to Ireland which are not given to | Ment, I can only repeat what it has been 


before—that to this 
offer an uncompro- 


my fate to say 
motion we must 
mising opposition. 


*Mr. M‘CANN (Dublin St. Stephen's 


|Green): The Report of the Financial 


promised grants for railways £1,057,000, | 
accounts for ninety-four years of the last 


as against £227,000 devoted to the same 
purpose in Great Britain. We have relieved 


Ireland of £88,000 in irrecoverable loans, | 


and Great Britain of hardly anything. 
And we have given to Ireland under the 
Local Government Act, 1898, a grant of 
£728,000 a year on the same principle as 
that on which the Agricultural Rates 
grant is given to England, but yet 
conferring much greater advantages on 
Ireland in proportion than on England 
for this simple reason—that a far larger 
proportion of the rates in Ireland comes 
from agricultural land than is the case 
in England. This is something, surely, in 
proof that we are not deaf to the pleadings 
of Irish Members on account of the com- 
parative poverty of their country. The 
only other way in which Ireland could 
be relieved is by the method I have ad- 
mittedly adopted this year in the matter 
of the coal duty. I have stated how that 
effort was received by Irish Members. If 
it should be my fate to continue in my 
present office, I shall endeavour to pursue 
the same policy if opportunity should be 
afforded me. But I cannot pursue that 


policy successfully—no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer can pursue it—unless, if this 
be a serious and pressing grievance, hon. 
Members from Ireland who feel it to be so 
give their support to the Government of 





Relations Commission was issued in 
1896. It dealt with the figures and 


century, to 31st March, 1894, as well as 
the eighteen years of the Irish Parlia- 
ment. Seven years to 30th March last 
have passed since this Report was issued. 
The Commissioners almost unanimously 
reported that whilst the actual tax 
revenue of Ireland was about one- 
eleventh of that of Great Britain, that 
the relative taxable capacity of Ireland 
was very much smaller, and was not 
estimated by any one of them as exceeding 
one-twentieth. This Report was signed 
and agreed to by eleven out of the thir- 
teen Commissioners. Sir D. Barbour 
and Sir Thomas Sutherland issued sepa- 
rate Reports. Lord Farrer, Lord Welby, 
and Mr. Bertram Currie signed the 
general Report, which contained the main 
finding of those eleven Commissioners, 


| which was that Ireland was then paying 


one-eleventh of the entire taxation; not 
one of them estimated that she should be 
‘alled upon for more than one-twentieth 
of the whole. These two noble Lords and 
Mr. Currie made a separate Report of their 
own, explanatory of the Irish financial and 
fiscal position as a whole. This Report 
of theirs appears to me to be a master- 
piece of elucidation and grasp of the main 
root factors in the Irish financial and 
economic situation. The great autho- 
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rity and eminent fitness of these three 
men for such an investigation add much 
force to their views and 


finding in the general Report that Ireland 
then paid two and a half millions per 
annum more than she should be called 
upon to pay. 

Let us see what occurred 


during 


the seven years that passed since then. | 


For the year ending 31st of March, 1894, 
the last year dealt with by the Commis- 
sioners, there was collected and paid into 
the Imperial Treasury as Irish revenue 
from taxation the sum of £7,569,000, 
and in the same year the Treasury claims 
to have paid out of this revenue tor Irish 
services £5,602,000, leaving a balance of 
£1,966,000 available for Imperial ex- 
penditure for the services of the debt, the 
Army and the Navy. For the fiscal year 
ending 3lst March, 1901, seven years 
afterwards, the Irish revenue received 
by the Imperial Treasury from Irish 
taxation came to £9,521,000, and the 
expenditure on Irish services was 
£7,268,000, leaving a balance available 
for Imperial purposes of £2,253,000. 
In this way it will be seen that Ireland 
paid this last year in taxation just 
£2,000,000 more than in the year 1894, 
when she was paying two and a half 
millions over her just proportion and 
beyond her taxable capacity compared 
with Great Britain. It may be said that 
this additional expenditure for Irish 


{COMMONS} 


conclusions. | 
They show in accordance with their | 
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‘from us last year, £9,500,000 in all, was 
spent in any way towards keeping any 
young man or woman from emigrating, 
or keeping a pauper off the rates, or that 
was employed in bettering the position 
of those who have not yet left the country 
or who are not yet a burden on the poor 
rates. The proof of my assertion is this, 
that in face of the fall in our popula- 
tion to under four and a half millions, 
the young people are flying from the 
country, pauperism is increasing and 
weakness and paralysis, physical, mental, 
andfinancial, is the fate of those who have 
remained in the country and are now 
too old to leave. 

On the present lines of the Govern- 
ment’s fiscal and economic policy in 
Ireland it is fair to assume, indeed it is 
a certainty, that this state of things 
must become intensified as time goes on. 
I may be told, however, that this local 
expenditure on Irish services last year, 
£7,268,000, was spent in — Ireland, 
although perhaps no portion was made 
available for the purposes | have named. 
If this answer is examined it will be 
found that, except as regards the whisk) 
and porter which we consume, nearly all 
other requisites of life, the bread we eat, 
the clothes we wear, the furniture for 
our houses, etc., are produced and manu- 
factured outside of Ireland, so to all 
intents and purposes, as far as the good of 
Ireland is concerned, this money so ex- 
pended, as well as nearly ail other ex- 


services of £1,665,000 should be treated | penditure, might just as well be expended 


as far as it goes against this additional 
burden of £2,000,000 of 
This would be an answer to some extent 
if this expenditure on Irish services was 
spent in any reproductive ways towards 
strengthening and improving in any 
permanent manner the country and the 
condition of the people and their tax- 
paying capacity. I cannot trace any 
portion of it as spent in this direction, 
nor, indeed, can any poition of the total 


taxation. | 


amount put down as spent on Irish | 


services, which amounts to £7,268,000, 
be traced as spent in permanent, repro- 
ductive ways, nor can Isee that any part of 
the amount we contributed, £2,253,000, 
for Imperial purposes was employed for 


our good or for the betterment of the | 


material condition of the country in any 
lasting manner. 


\show shortly what I mean. 
What I mean is that | 


no portion of this huge taxation extracted | 


Mr. M‘Cann. 


| 


in England or Scotland direct. The 
question is, who bears the burden of this 
excessive taxation’ If such an amount 
must be raised by taxation, is it equitably 
assessed and its incidence just! The 
first point that strikes one in this con- 
nestion is this, that just 80 per cent. ot 
our taxation is derivable from duties on 
commodities, otherwise from indirect 
taxation, whilst only 50 per cent. is 
levied on commodities in England. The 
great and unjust burden of Irish taxation 
is being carried at present by the 
Irish peasantry, whom [ will enumerate 
and locate later on, and this has been the 
ease during the whole of the preceding 
century which closed a few months ago. 
If the House will bear with me, 1 will 
The Act of 
Union was passed just one hundred years 
ago on the assurances of the predomi- 
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nant partner, chiefly expressed through { It will be seen that the amount of 
Mr. de and Lord Castlereagh, that the taxation paid by Ireland during the last 
partnership would turn out for the best | fifteen years of the eighteenth century 
| agen ie as well as England. : was just about one and a half million per 
ea deed laid down that Ireland should annum, and the total for these fifteen 
contribute two-seventeenths of the whole , years came to £22,500,000. For the first 
taxation of the United Kingdom, Great | sixteen years a the coir: ania ‘ns 
Britain contributing fifteen-seventeenths. | terms of partnership with Civent Peitain: 
It will be seen that the taxation of Ireland’ we were found * be liable ‘tee 
for the fifteen year's before the Union £160,000.000, or just £10.000.000 ‘ 
gat in this way. From 1785 to” year, of which only about half could be 
.. eee err tesa oe ape raised, and the remaining half being 
the average tax revenue of Ireland was added to the debt gave the pretext for the 
tor the seven years £1,270,324, the | abolition of our Exchequer and the im- 
im pote aris yom — during | position of common and indiscriminative 
se years being £546,3 er annumM, ; taxation. Sr aces SESS 
and the amount available a military ae Bec ateseneg ne per eco 
es hia _on debt _ Was seven times more than we had been 
meer Fe the eight Temaunmng paying before, and we actually did pay in 
years, 1792 to 1800, during which hard cash more than three times the 
period England was engaged in war amount we had been paying before this 
abroad and disturbance and war in partnership was entered sabe. Was any 
Ireland, the annual average tax revenue | portion of this huge increase of taxation 
of Ireland was £1,815,000, the civil’ applied towards improving the material 
expenditure during these years being condition of the country and strengthen- 
eae, and the expenditure for the | jing in any way the tax-paying powers ot 
: a = Pee thst Wath _the wretched peasantry on whom fell the 
11,061,000. The Union then took place, | reat injustice of this excessive taxation ! 
and Ireland was decreed to pay, as I said, [ ean trace none of stiles eidaaitiaaas “s 
two-seventeenths of the whole. Inas- tracted so largely from this numerous 
much as the debt of Ireland was then ¢lass, applied in any way for their better- 
relatively so much smaller than that of ment, the same has been the case during 
England, Ireland retained her own Ex- the entire century which ended a rit 
chequer. For the first sixteen years of months ago. I consider that the in- 
me facet Union, trom 5th January, justice done to this class, and through 
1802, to Sth January, 1817, under the them to the community as a whole, exists 
two-seventeenths arrangement Ireland | to-day toa greater extent and in a more 
was found to be liable to pay an jntensified form than at any other time 
average of Just £10,000,000 a year, or during the century past It mav be said 
£160,000,000 in all in those sixteen years. | ¢ alain the the practical effect of our 
We could not raise by taxation this partnership under the two-seventeenths 
enormous sum suddenly imposed upon | terms of the deed during these first 
hag Mage ts or _ hp pee aa sixteen years of its existence dealt a blow 
axe as oO 7,844, , iain Mia , fr 

during these sixteen years, or an average | erates st ee ere eas liaay 
of nearly £4,865,000 per annum, leaving 

a deficit of £81,893,000, which we were * But this is not the whole story. For 
unable to raise. Then the predominant the thirty years from 1820 to 1850 there 
partner said that as we broke down in our was paid by Ireland taxation into the 
payments they would take over the Irish | British Treasury an average of about 
debt,including this £82,000,000, and add £5,200,000 a year. Out of this the 
it to the debt of the Empire. Under the Treasury claims to have expended on 
two-seventeenths terms of the partner-, Irish services about £1,600,000 per 
ship, our debt being then proportionate | annum, during — these thirty years. 
with the debt of Great Britain, they were | Between the years 1850 to 1860 there 
then entitled, they said, to abolish our’ was imposed on us the income tax, 
Exchequer, and impose common and and additional spirit duties, which in- 
indiscriminate taxation over the United | creased our taxation by about £2,500,000 
Kingdom. ayear. We find the revenue from Ire- 
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land to be in the year 1859 and 1860 
£7,700,000, against an average of 
£5,200,000 for the thirty years from 
1820 to 1850. It must be remembered 
that, when the additional taxation of 
two and a half millions was imposed on 
us, the country was then struggling 
and writhing under the blow inflicted 
by the terrible Irish famine. For the 
thirty-four years from 1860 to 1894, 
the date to which the figures in the 
Financial Relations Report are brought 
down. our average taxation came to 
about £7,500,000 per annum. During 
thes? thirty-four years the first twenty 
of them, 1860 to 1880, showed an expen- 
diture of £2,500,000 per annum for 
Irish services. The next sixteen years 
work out an expenditure on Irish 
services of over four and a half millions 
For the seven years since the date of the 
Financial Relations Report the average 
taxation paid by us comes to £8,250,000, 
and the expenditure on Irish services 
amounts to about £6,200,000. For the 
vear ending 31st March last, the taxation 
exacted from Ireland came to £9,525,000, 
and the expenditure on Irish services 
came to £7,268.000. With the additional 
taxes put on for the current year it is 
reasonable to assume that our taxation 
will come to a sum well over 
£10,000,000 to 31st March next year, 
that is, if it can possibly be squeezed out 
of the people. It comes to this, that the 
£10.000,090 to be collected this year, 
with about £3,000,000 — additional 
for local taxation payable to county 
councils will work out at £13,000,000, as 
the tax revenue of Ireland for current 
year, as compared with £1,500,000 
a year during the last fifteen years of 


our Parliament, or nearly nine times. 


greater. Our population now is about 
the same as then, four and a half millions, 
so that it works out that we are now pay- 
ing about £2 18s. per head of the popu- 
lation in taxation, whereas then we 
were paying only 6s. 8d. per head, we 
are payng nearly nine times more. 
The agricultural rental of Ireland is 
computed to be about £9,000,000 per 
annum; taxation this year will foot up 
nearly fifty per cent. more than the 
rental of Ireland. 

One of the points that haye to be 
considered in estimating our present 


position to bear this enormous taxa- 


Mr. M‘Cann. 


{COMMONS} 
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tion is this: Has anything practical 
been done to strengthen or improve us 
in our tax-paying ability to pay this 
two and a half millions a year, which the 
Financial Relations Commissioners found 
was unjustly imposed upon us, as well as 
the £2,000,000 a year since put upon 
us? I have already shown that the 
increased over-expenditure practically 
in no way in this dire tion. | 
regret to say that not alone has there been 
no strengthening in the material con- 
dition of the country in the meantime, 
so as to increase its taxable powers, but 
there has been a serious weakening in 
its powers in this respect. I saw in lhe 
Times newspaper, a short time ago, some 
articles comparing the condition of the 
iron and steel trades in the United 
States and England. Much regret was 
expressed that the American masters 
made the position of young engineers 
so much better than in England, and 
that so many of them were thereby 
induced to leave their country and scttle 
in the United States. It was caleulated 
that it cost £600 to £700 to bring up. 
educate, and give his profession to an 
engineer in England. In this way was 
shown a loss to England of £600 to 
£700 capital sunk in every engineer 
that left the country to settle abroad. 
Since the Financial Relations Report 
was issued there emigrated from Ireland, 
chiefly to the United States, to settle per- 
manently abroad, just 275,000 people, 
young men and young women, at the 
age of about twenty-two years. It 
costs about £9 a year to feed and clothe 
an Irish workhouse pauper. This rate 
would work out at about £200 capital 
sunk in each emigrant up to twenty- 
two years of age, making allowance for 
the value of some work which these 
young emigrants may do before they 
leave Ireland, and also some little money 
that they may send home to their 
people afterwards, I think it will be 
found that the net money loss in capital 
to Ireland, and indeed to the empire, 
sunk and lost in each emigrant, will be 
at least £100 each; 275,000 of these 
emigrants have left during the past seven 
years, 40,000 a year seems to be about 
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goes 


the normal average of this class ot 
emigration during the past decade. 


During these seven years, since the 
Financial Relations Report was issued, 
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the loss in capital in Ireland was at 
£100 each for 275,000  people—just 
$27,500,000. Putting 4 per cent. inter- 
est on this lost capital the loss comes to 
over £1,000,000 annually, which I 
consider I am entitled to add to the 
£2,000,000 a year increased taxation 
in these seven years, making the drain 
£3,000,000 a year in addition to the 
unjust taxation of two and a half millions, 
is found by the Financial Relations 
Commissioners in the year 1894. Nothing 
was done or no event occurred in the 
meantime, as far as can be seen, to 
increase the taxpaying powers of the 
people. 

The question arises, and it is most 
important to consider, on whom does the 
terrible drain of over-taxation and the 
loss of capital involved in the flight of the 
people fall most severely? If examined 
closely it will be seen that both drains 
fall in their intensity on the Irish 
peasantry, the most numerous and 
poorest class amongst us, whom it ought 
to be the interest of everyone to preserve, 
but being everybody’s business to do so, 
it turns out that it is nobody's business, 
the material interests of this class are 
constantly and consistently kept out of 
sight. I mean by the Irish peasantry 
the small occupying tenant-farmers of 
the country who cultivate their lands 
by their own labour and that of their 
families. I also include the farm labourers 
amongst the peasantry, in all they will 
be found to be half the entire population. 
They may be fairly called our submerged 
half. There are 486,000 occupying 
holders of farms in Ireland, about 400,000 
of these are valued for taxation purposes 
ata little over £20 a year asa maximum, 
and coming down to a valuation of £1 
perannum. It is computed, and I think 
accurately computed, that the rent paid 
by the average man in this class is about 
{7 a year, and that their average net 
income after payment of rent and taxes 
does not amount to more than £25 a year, 
which means for a family of five about 


£5 a year, for these 2,000,000 people to | 


live upon. This income, small though it 
is, can be only attained in good years 
When the rainy days come round, which 
they inevitably do in Ireland, and the 
potatoes and turf are absent, these people, 
Whose standard of living in their best 


we 
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pared down, are then starving or next 
door toit. They never have or can Have 
under present treatment a margin over 
to meet their rainy day. 
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The Irish problem centres in the mate- 
rial condition of these poor people. It is 
computed that these peasantry, say 
2,000,000 in all, pay £1 to £1 5s. per head 
per annum towards Imperial taxation 
in their consumption of tea, sugar, 
tobacco, porter, and whisky, their local 
taxation comes to about half the Im- 
perial, or about 10s. to 12s. 6d. per head. 
It may be said and probably will be 
said, why do these people consume these 
dutiable articles,they are not necessaries? 
1 think that the best answer to this 
question is given by Lord Farrer, Lord 
Welby, and Mr. Bertram Currie in their 
Report. They say— 

“We think that the consumption of the 

masses must be taken as a whole, and that we 
must accept what they actually consume as 
what they find it necessary to consume, and 
that without a total and alinost incurable 
change in their habits they are unable to 
forego.” 
I believe that the use of stimulants 
amongst the L[rish peasantry and poor 
is very much the result of their low 
standard of living and their coarse and 
insufficient food and clothing and in a 
measure to climatic influences and the 
uncertainty of their material existence 
I consider that Ireland cannot continue 
to pay £10,000,000 a year taxes to the 
Imperial Treasury and £3,000,000 a year 
for local taxes without further wreck 
and ruin to the country. But the 
serious part is that the brunt and severity 
of this taxation is borne in the first 
instance by the unfortunate peasantry, 
whom it should be everybody's interest 
to shield, protect and foster, as it is only 
through them that improvement and 
prosperity can come to the classes above 
them. All through our sad_ history 
the crushing burdens of all sorts, econo- 
mic as well as fiscal, have been imposed 
upon and borne by the peasantry of the 
country, and never at any time does there 
appear to have been taken effectual 
means to remedy their positions or 
materially strengthen them. 


There is the further point to which 
I would wish to call the attention of the 
House. There will this year be collected, 
as I have said, probably over £10,000,000 
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for Imperial revenue; £7,500,000 will 
likely be the amount to be devoted to 
Irishservices, andthe balance, £2,500,000, 
will be applicable for Imperial revenue, 
the debt, Army, and Navy, as there 
will be £3,000,090 at least for local 
government expenditure. In this way 
civil government in Ireland will cost 
£10,500,000 for the ycar as. compared 
to the charge for same services in last 
fifteen years of the Irish Parliament, 
which amounted to just £650,000 a 
year, and when the ability of the people 
to bear taxation was much greater than 
at present and the population was about 
the same. Our Imperial contribution 
for services of the debt, the Army and 
the Navy will probably as I have said 
amount this year to £2,500,000 as 
compared with a similar charge for same 
services 100 years ago of about £900,000 
per annum, which was nearly all spent 
in Ireland, and when, not as at present, 
expenditure in Ireland meant the good 
of trades, industries, and agriculture. 
We are over-boarded and under-fed, 
and the of over-boarding is paid 
for by the under-fed. 

It may be said at once, and it is a 
matter quite demonstrable and capable 
of easy proof, that Ireland, weakened in 
every quarter and bleeding at every pore 
by 100 years of such treatment as I have 
described cannot continue to pay the 
demand now put upon her; our only 
means ef paying is derived from the 
produce of 15,300,000 land, 
which we cultivate with the uncertainty 
of seasons and low prices for our agri- 
cultural produce. These payments cannot 
be made and the people live at the same 
time. Transit rates and facilities are 
absolutely prohibitive in enabling the 
small operative producers, four-fifths 
of the whole tenant class in Ireland, to 
market their produce at a profit. Every 
other agricultural country in the world 
except Ireland is straining every nerve 
both by their railways and waterways, 
and every other means, to facilitate 
and cheapen the marketing of agricul- 
tural produce direct to the consumers 
both in their own country and to the 
countries to which they can possibly 
get access and open up new markets. 
Every force and influence, governmental 
and otherwise, seems set in the opposite 


eost 


acres of 
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direction in Ireland. Transit rates in | 


Mr. M‘Cann. 
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Ireland are, I believe, the highest in 
the world, and the foreigner will have 
rates made for him by the Irish carrying 
companies very much lower than the 
rates charged to the Irish producer fcr 
the same or analogous produce. I wil 
only say, in conclusion, that my belief ‘s 
that Ireland should be run for £5,000,000 
a year in tax revenue instead of 
£13,000,000 a year as at present. This 
£5,000,000 a year would be nearly 
three and a half times more than the 
amount expended in running the country 
during the last fifteen years of the Irish 
Parliament. My belief also is that if our 
railways and waterways were locally 
nationalised, and that 50 per cent. were 
taken off all transit rates, passengers, 
goods, cattle, agricultural produce, and 
that specially low rates and facilities were 
given for the conveyance for small 
consignments of agricultural and other 
products to the markets, I believe if 
this were done under proper economical 
management that £1 an acre would be 
the additional value of our land before 
many years elapsed. In this way, by 
increasing the income and decreasing 
the expenditureof the country,'I calculate 
that £15,000,000 to £20,000,000 a year 
might be added to the wealth of the 
country in the space of ten to fifteen 
years. I estimate that the immediate 
loss by the reduction in railway rate 
woulc not amount in all to over 
£7,000,000 to £8,000,000 spread over 
a period of ten years, or an average loss 
of £800,000 per annum ; then a profit 
would accrue to the State after the 
payment of working expenses and the 
interest and sinking fund for purchase 
money. The benefit derivable from 
the decrease in expenditure and increased 
income would accrue first to the 
peasantry, and then through them 
these benefits would permeate through 
every other class of society. The whole 
difficulty heretofore has been the fact 
that the predominant partner has in- 
sisted upon looking upon and treating 
the economies of the Irish problem in 
the same way as England, whereas from 
every industrial and economic point of 
view they are totally dissimilar. 


*Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : Consider- 
ing that the British nation lay such stress 
upon the fact that they are such sup- 
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porters of treaties, and that this is the 
third time that this subject has been 
mentioned in this House in the last few 
years, and that it has been so lightly 
treated, it might be as well to recall what 
has taken place in past years. In 1894 
you appointed a Commission to examine 
into this question. It was appointed 
not by Irishmen, but by Englishmen. 
What was its composition? The chair- 
man was Mr. Childers, an Englishman, 
an ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
among the other members were Lords 
Farrer and Welby, Mr. Currie and Pro- 
fessor Hunter, all of whom were financial 
experts. There were eighteen witnesses, 
all financial experts, fifteen of whom 
were paid servants of the Crown:—Mr. 
H. H. Murray, C.B., Chairman of the 
Board of Customs for five years; Mr. 
T. J. Pittar, Principal of the Statistical 
Office of the Board of Customs; 
Mr. Alfred Milner, Chairman of the 
Board of Inland Revenue for two years, 
who had with him two gentlemen from 
the Board of Inland Revenue—naniely, 
Mr. Turner, Accountant General of the 
Board of Inland Revenue, and Mr. Steele, 
Chief Inspector of Excise ; Sir Edward 
Hamilton, K.C.B., Assistant Secretary 
to the Treasury ; Mr. H. A. Robinson, a 
Commissioner of the Local Government 
Board of Ireland, who, speaking on local 
taxation, said— 

“T think we may look for an increase in the 
poor rates, because the tendency of recent 
years in connection with remedial levislation 
is to place the administration on the poor 
rates—e.g., the Labourers Act, the cost for 
extra, police, £93,873 in 1884, and £27,248 in 
Sir J. M‘Kenna, a financial expert and 
for twenty-two years a member of this 
House ; Dr. L. W. Grimshaw, Registrar 
General of Ireland; Mr. W. L. Micks, 
Secretary to the Congested Districts 
Board, Ireland ; Mr. J. Chaloner Smith, 
President of the Institute of Civil Engi- 
neers, Who had made a study of taxation ; 
the Most Rev. Dr. O’Donnell, member 
of the Congested Districts Board, Ireland, 
aman who, in addition to being a 
member of the Congested Districts Board, 
was well qualified to know the con- 
dition of the people of his diocese ; 
Mr. W. P. O’Brien, C.B., Poor Law 


inspector, and Local Government in-| 
Spector for more than thirty years, | 
Vice-chairman of the 
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General Prisons Board, and since his 
retirement has acted from 1892 to 1893 as 
Assistant Royal Commissioner on Labour ; 
Lieut.-General Sir Richard Sankey, 
K.C.B., C.E., Chairman of Public Works 
in Ireland; Mr. Murrough O’Brien, 
member of the Land Commission ; Mr; 
J. G. Barton, M.LC.E., F.S.1., Com- 
missioner of Valuation, lreland—- 
that is, he administers the Valua- 
tion Office and Boundary Survey 
Office in Ireland, and_ before that 
he was connected with the Board of 
Works in Ireland; Mr. W. F. Bailey, 
Legal Assistant Land Commissioner, 
Ireland, who made a special study of the 
valuation and assessment of property in 
England and Ireland ; Mr. G. T. Howe, 
surveyor of taxes in the English Income 
Tax Office fifteen and a half years, and 
in the Dublin Income Tax Office since 
1891; Mr. E. J. Harper, surveyor to 
the London County Council, previously 
surveyor to the Metropolitan Board of 
Works for seventeen years; Sir Robert 
Griffin, K.C.B., LL.D., Comptroller- 
General of the Commercial, Labour, and 
Statistical departments of the Board of 
Trade, previously Assistant Secretary 
to the Board of Trade; and the 
hon. Member for West Islington. I 
think if you searched England, Ireland, 
and Scotland over you could not find 
more expert witnesses for such a purpose. 

What is the history of the fiscal 
arrangements between Great Britain and 
Now, before the Act of 
Union Ireland was not bound to 
contribute to anything beyond her 
shores, and, in fact, only — sup- 
ported a few regiments of soldiers 
serving abroad, and made a small grant 
towards the maintenance of the Navy, 
but by the Act of Union it was provided 
that she should pay the annual charge 
upon her debt contracted before the 
Union--her debt-charge at the time 
being £100,000 per annum—and should 
contribute two-seventeenths of the 
joint expenditure of the United King- 
dom. Now, this was the decision of 
the Commission, that the Act of Union 
placed upon Ireland a burden which 
events showed she was unable to bear ; 
and that the resources of Ireland as con- 
trasted with those of Great Britain were 
then and had been for a long time much 
more heavily taxed. Those facts were 
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not disputed by any member of the Com- 
mission or by any witnesses examined by 
the Commission; and all the Commis- 
sioners except one admitted that, con- 
trasting the taxable capacity of the two 
countries, Ireland's proper proportion 
ot contribution to revenue could not 
exceed one-twentieth of that of Great 
Britain, whilst her taxation amounted 
to one-eleventh. Why, then, do you not 
admit the conclusions of the Com- 
mission—namely, that  Treland has 
heen overtaxed to the extent of three 
millions per year. Now, a great deal of 
stress is laid upon the fact that Ireland 
and England were treated for Imperial 
purposes as one entity, but for local 
purposes as separate entities. There was 
no question as to separate entities. That 
was recognised by Mr. Goschen, a Con- 
servative Chancellor of the Exe hequer, 
in 1890, when, after consulting with his 
colleagues, he moved for the appoint- 
ment of a Committee to inquire into 
the “equity of the financial relations 
in regard to the resources and popu- 
lution of the three kingdoms.” It 
was this House, which 
accepted his motion, and which ordered 
the preparation of expensive Returns, 
all based on the assumption that Great 
Britain and Ireland were separate 
countries for financial purposes. One 
entity was absolutely inconsistent with 
the terms of reference to the Commis- 
sion, Which were published in The Times 
and all the other papers when it was 
appointed in 1894, and which should 
have been attacked then if they were 
founded on wrone principles. The 
whole history of the financial relations 
hetween Great Britain and Ireland 
from the earliest times is in direct 
opposition to the theory of one entity. 
There never has been absolute uniformity 
of taxation between the two countries, 
and all attempts at such uniformity have 
made in direct contravention of 
the spirit and words of the Act of Union, 
as will be seen from the speeches of Pitt 
and Castlereagh. The Act of Union con- 
tains special provisions for the separate 
treatment of the two countries even after 
the abolition of the separate Exchequers, 
and for more than fifty years after the 
Act of Union this separate treatment 
prevailed, ¢.g., the tobacco duties were 
not assimilated until the year 1819, 
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the stamp duties until the year 1842, 
the spirit duties until the year 1858, and 
the income-tax was not imposed until 
the year 1853. The proceedings of 
the Parliamentary session of 1896 prove 
absolutely that England and Ireland are 
separate entities not only as far as legis- 
lation is concerned, but also for financial 
purposes. ‘Take, as an example, the Agri- 
cultural Rates Act. The area of culti- 
vated land in Ireland is 15,000,000 
acres, with a rateable value of £9,000,000; 
the area of cultivated land in England 
and Wales is 27,000,000 acres, with a 
rateable value of £33,000,000. The 
local taxation in Ireland, included in poor 
rate and county cess, levied on agricul- 
tural land equals half that levied in 


England. The amount given to English 
farmers under the Agricultural Rates 


Act, 1896, out of the Imperial Exchequer 
to pay one-half of the rate for five years 
was £1,600,000 ; therefore the amount 
to which Irish farmers were entitled on 
the same principle was £800,000 accord- 
ing to local taxation, £888,888 according 
to the number of acres, or £456,565 
according to valuation. But the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer excluded Ireland 
from the Agricultural Rates Act on the 
ground that she was a separate entity, 
and always treated as such in matters 
of finanee, and he put not £888,888, 


but £180,000 on the shelf until a 
separate Bill was brought in _ for 
Ireland. But some say that Ireland 


receives back through expenditure for 
local purposes more ‘th: an an equivale nt 
for the amount she pays in excessive 
taxation. My answer to that is, Can the 
preservation of order, the enforcement 
of the law, the administration of justice, 
and the collection of the Imperial revenne 
in any part of the United Kingdom he 
regarded as other than ot ‘Imperial 
interest ? It is not Irishmen alone that 
are interested in the civil government ol 


Ireland. It is maintained not merely 
for the benefit of Irishmen, but because 
England is deeply interested in it. It 


is managed exclusi vely as eid and 
by the Imperial Parliament. If the 
Irish civil government is too costly, it is 
due to the “Imperial Parliament, not to 
Irishmen. 

Under the Act of Union, except 1m 
one particular, there was no provision 
made for any recognition of separate 
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entities in the legislation that was to 
follow. There was to be one Parliament 
for the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and it was supposed that 
the laws passed by that Parliament 
yould be common to the whole of that 
Kingdom. The one exception was that 
it was specially provided that in regard 
to finance there should be separate treat- 
ment ; separate entities were recognised 
ind separate interests defined. The 
Act of Union also made provision 
for the time when separate exchequcrs 
might be no longer necessary by de- 
daring that particular exemptions or 
abatements should be made in the case 
of Ireland and in that part of Great 
Britain called Scotland, as circumstances 
wightappear from time totimetodemand. 
The laws of the two countries aredifferent, 
as, for example, the land laws, the educa- 
tion laws, the ecclesiastical laws, the 
liquor laws, and the loeal government 
laws. ! have shown that the treatment 
was different as far as the Agricultural 
Rates Act is concerned ; it was different 
also with regard to the Parish Councils 
Act. Moreover, you have not in Eng- 
land the luxury of a Lord Lieutenant 
at a salary of over £20,000 a year, and 
you have not a Chief Secretary who gets 
{4.425 a year. You have not had 
Coercion Acts, twenty-five of which have 
heen passed sinee the Act of Union, and 
one of which is now a permanent Act. 
You have not had Land Acts, twenty-five 
of which were introduced between 1819 
and 1867, but not passed, and six since. 
And, of course, you have not a Land 
Commission, with annual salaries of 


£66,733. 


There was no fiscal union in 1801. 
Pitt's scheme was that Ireland should 
he taxed according to the amount she 
could bear, and that there should be a 
periodic review of the cost of her govern- 
ment. You have never reviewed that 
cost, and, therefore, I say that vou have 
violated the Act of Union. Until 1817 
there was an Irish Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, an Irish Debt, and an Irish 
Budget every year. These disappeared, 
but the separate fiscal treatment of Ire- 
land practically continued. For example, 
Sir Robert Peel refrained from levying 
the income tax in Ireland when it was 
lnposed in Great Britain in 1841. When 
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the police force was created he arranged 
that half its cost should be paid out of 
Imperial taxes, and in 1846 he made 
that arrangement apply to the other 
half. After the death of Sir Robert Peel, 
on 2nd July, 1850, the principle was 
asserted for the first time that all articles 
should pay the same duty in each country. 
Thus at one blow were abolished Pitt’s 
precautions which had been inserted in 
the Act of Union for the protection of 
lreland—namely, first, a fixed contribu- 
tion, and, secondly, a periodic review of 
the ability of Ireland to pay her contribu- 
tion. Pitt based the contributions of 
England and Ireland on the capacity of 
each country in the year 1800. Either 
country might develop more rapidly 
than the other, or the one might go back 
while the other went forward. In 
either case, according to Pitt's arrangc- 
ment, a new fiscal policy should have 
been established. 


Now let me contrast the position of 
England and Ireland at the time of the 
Union with their position in 1853, when 
you assimilated the taxes in both coun- 
tries, and see how far you were justified 
in that assimilation. In 1800 the pros- 
perity of England and Ireland depended 
mainly on agriculture, and the popula- 
tion of Ireland was about half as large 
as that of Great Britain. In 1801 the 
population of Ireland was 4,500,000, 
while that of England was 8,892,536. 
But what was the position in 18532 In 
that year, instead of Pitt’s scheme of a 
fixed contribution and a periodic review 
of the financial capacity of both countric:, 
you levied the same rates of duty on the 
same commodities in both countries, 
although the population had varied in 
Ireland from 4,500,000, in 1801, to 
6,198,984, in 1853, an increase only of 
1,698,984; whereas in England the 
variation was from 8,892,536 — to 
19,100,000, an increase of 10,207,464. 
If Ireland had advanced in the same 
proportion as England her population 
in 1853 would have been, not 6,198,984. 
but 10,588,235, or 4,389,251 more than 
it actually was. Therefore, I say that 
there was no justification for the taxation 
of 1853. It was arranged by the Act of 
Union that each .nation should be 
charged with its own ante-Union debt. 
This would have been as just to Ireland as 
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to England but for one consideration, 
namely, that by far the greater portion 
of the ante-Union debt of Ireland was 
the result of the fooling of the English 
Government subsequently to the recall 
of Lord Fitzwilliam. For example, you 
charged the Irish Exchequer with the 
cost of all the biyonets and bribes with 
which the Union had been procured. 
You gave Lord Downshire £52,500 ; 
Lord Ely, £45,000 ; the Earl of Carrick 
and Lord Clanmorris, £14,000 each ; Sir 
Hercules Langrishe, £13,862 ; the Duke 
of Leinster, £13,800; Lord Lismore, 
£12,300; the Earl of Ludlow, the Earl 
of Shannon, and Lord Tara, £7,500 
eich ; the Hon. E. Massey, £6,850 ; and 
Lord Masserene, whose name is fresh in 
the mind of every Irishman, and _ his 
three brothers, £15,000 each. Alto- 


gether, the cost of the Union was over | 


£21,000,000, and we had to pay it. As 
I shall directly show, it was added to the 
taxation of Ireland. You wanted an 
excuse to amalgamate the two Ex- 
chequers. The debt of Ireland, un- 
redeemed, funded, and unfunded, in 
1793, stood at £2,253,000 ; in 1798, it 
was £10,150,000 ; in 1801 it had jumped 
to £28,541,000 ; and in 1817 it stood 
at the enormous figure of £112,704,773. 


The debt of England, on the other hand, | 


stood at £450,504,984 in 1800, and had 
increased in 1817 to £734,522,104. 
That is to say, in sixteen years the debt 
of Ireland had quadrupled, while the 
debt of England had increased by 
-scaecely more than one-half. 
the Exehequers were amalgamated, and 
Ireland was saddled with a portion of 
the vast ante-Union debt of England, 
which had been incurred by you in 
trying to carry the Union, and in your 
war with France. 

It is said that a great deal of this 
money is spent in Ireland. Let us see 
how it is spent. Whenever we have a 
‘debate here on Irish Estimates, if we 
attempt to reduce the cost of administra- 


tion we are told that it is absolutely | 


necessary to have this expenditure in 
Ireland, and that we must pay it. 


The population is as one to eight. The 
respective annual cost in Ireland and 
England of the Local Government 
Board is £130,000 and £166,000, or as 
four to five; of the Board of Public 
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In 1817 | 


Let | 
us see how it compares with England. ' 
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| Works, £33,000 and £51,000, or as two 
to three; in respect of law charges, 
£59,000 and £95,000, or more than half 
much; of the superior courts, 
£113,000 and £325,000, or more than 
one-third as much; and of prisons, 
£119,000 and £607,000, or as one to 
five; and the number of prisoners in 
Ireland is a great deal smaller than the 
number in England. Let me give an 
example. of how Ireland is charged for 
service that is purely English. The cost 
of the collection of Imperial revenue in 
Ireland is classified as an expenditure on 
an “Irish service,” although in the 
period of the separate exchequers, when 
the charge in Ireland was relatively 
much higher than in Great Britain, it 


as 


| was treated, not as a separate charge, 


but as a part of the joint expenditure. 
The whole of the cost of the British Army, 
the British Navy, and the British 
National Debt, is classified as expendi- 
ture on ‘Imperial services,’ whereas 
they ought to be classified as purely 
British services, because they are of no 
advantage to Ireland. I heard the 
Chancellor of the Excheyuer saying that 
the Army and Navy are of great benefit 
to Ireland. I cannot see it. If Ireland 
ceased to exist to-morrow, the cost ot 
these services would be just as high as it 
is now. The Navy is an insurance for 
your commerce. We have no commerce 
to protect ; you destroyed that. And 
the same may be said with regard to the 
Army. 

When the constitution of 1782 was es- 
tablished and during the next ten years 
the taxation of Ireland did not exceed 
£1,000,000. It was adequate for the 
defrayal of her expenditure, for her 
public debt of about £2,000,000  re- 
mained without any alteration from 
the opening of the period to its close. 
Seven years after the conclusion of this 
period—at the passing of the Act of 
Union—the taxation of Ireland increased 
from £1,000,000 to £2,000,000 _ per 
annum, her expenditure from £1,000,000 
to £7,000,000, her debt from £2,000,000 
to £28,000,000, and her debt charge 
from £100,000 to £1,250,000 _ per 
annum. It seems to me that the 
policy of every English Government 
‘in Ireland, whether it be Liberal or 
Unionist, is the same, viz., to drive the 
| people out of the country, and to demand 
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that those who remain should pay more in 
taxation. For example. In the fifteen 
years during which the 
right hon. Gentlemen occupied the 
position of Chief Secretary—viz., Mr. 
Forster, Sir G. Trevelyan, the pre- 
sent Leader of the Opposition, the 
Member for the Dartford Division of 
Kent, the Member for the 


Treasury, the Member for North Leeds, 
and the present President of the Board of 
Trade—one-seventh of the Lrish people 
were forced to emigrate, while the taxa- 
tion of the remainder was increased by 
one-seventh. 
chequer quoted railway, banking, and 
post-oftice statistics to show that Ireland 
wasa great deal better off now than she 
has been in the past. I think finan- 
cial experts could be obtained to prove 
the fallacy of his argument. If we take 
the produce of the land in Ireland for any 
two years and compare the prices I think 
that will be a far better test, because the 
farmers are really the taxpayers of Ire- 
land—not the few people who have 
money in banks or railways. Taking the 


years 1881 and 1899 prices were as fol- , 


lows :—Wheat per 112 lbs., 9s. 5d. and 
bs. L?d.; oats, 6s. 3¢d. and 5s. 24d. ; 
barley, 7s. 5)d. and 6s. 7?d.; hay, 
2s. O?d. and 2s. 33d. ; potatoes, 3s. and 
2s. Did. ; butter, £5 8s. 4d. and £4 15s.4d.; 
pork, £2 12s. 3d. and £1 17s. 53d. ; flax, 
per 14 lbs., 6s. 11d. and 6s. 54d. ; wool, 
per 1lb., 11d. and 63d. ; eggs, per 120, 
is, 3d. and 6s. 73d. ; beef, per 112 Ibs., 
£3 4s. Ofd. and £2 15s. 14d. ; mutton, per 
112 lbs., £3 10s. 11d. and £2 19s. 6d. 
The same may be said with regard to 
cattle. Two-year-olds fetched £9 17s. in 
1881, and £9 2s. 1d. in 1899 ; three-year- 


olds, £12 6d. 3d. against £11 9s. 4d. ; and | 


inregard to sheep, lambs fetched £1 6s. 7d 


in 1881 and £1 4s. 4d. in 1899; over | 
twelve and under twenty-four months | 
old fetched £2 against £1 13s. 3d. ; and | 


two-year-olds and over fetched £2 3s. 8d. 
against £1 15s. 2d. Then take the area 
of cultivated land in two different years 
and compare them. 
from 1855 and 1900, the area under oats 


had decreased by 1,013,808 acres ; under 
wheat by 391954; under barley, by | 


92,633 ; under flax, by 49,624 ; under 


potatoes, by 328,222 ; and under turnips, | 


by 69,094. The only direction in which 


{18 Juty 1901} 


following | 


Montrose | 
Burghs, the present First Lord of the | 


The Chancellor of the Ex- | 


Taking the period | 
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(during that period there was an increase 


was in regard to meadows. Meadows 
increased by 850,908 acres, and anybody 
who knows anything about land in Ire- 
land knows that a farmer only turns his 


| land to meadow when he is on the down- 


grade. Altogether there has been a 


/ decrease of 1,008,191 acres under culti- 


vation in 1900, as compared with 1855. 
The total decrease in value of farm pro- 
duce from 1881 to 1896 was £19,174,853, 
whereas the reduction in rent in the 


'same time was only about £1,219,707. 


Consequently, I say that these are strong 
reasons why Ireland should receive the 
benefits of the seventh Article of the Act 
of Union under which it was provided 
that she should receive abatements and. 
exemptions. Coming to the question of 
industries, and comparing the facts with 


‘the statement of the Chancellor of the: 


Exchequer that Ireland was better off 
now than she has been for a good many 
years we find that the number of farmers 
in 1841 was 1,844,000 and in 1891, 
986,000—a decrease in fifty years ot 
858,000. The number of labourers and 
farm-servants in 1841 was 1,326,000 ; 
in 1881 329,000—a decrease in forty 
years of 997,000. Then take the linen 
industry. The number of yards of linen 
made in Ireland in 1866 was 190,000,000, 
in 1900, 140,000,000—a decrease in 
thirty-four years of 50,000,000 yards. 
The number of workers in linen, wool, 
and silk decreased from 690,000 in 1841 
to 130,000 in 1891—a decrease of 560,000 
in fifty years. The number employed in 
building in 1841 was 72,000 ; in 1891, 
56,000—a decrease of 16,000 in fifty 
years. The total employed in manu- 
factures in 1841 was 989,000 ; in 1881], 
379,000—a decrease in forty years of 
610,000. What has been the effect of 
the Act of Union in Ireland? I say that 
it has been to increase taxation and 
diminish population. Take the poll tax— 
the tax for all purposes—the amount an 
Irishman has to pay under British 


government for the privilege of living in 


[reland. In 1795 it was 9s. with a popu- 
lation of 4,500,000 ; in 1896 with prac- 
tically the same population—4,571,000— 
it had risen to 49s. Local taxation from 


1866 to 1895 increased by1,303,725,while 
the population decreased by 1,083,625. 
Imperial taxation in 1840 amounted to 
13s. 2d. per head with a population of: 
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8,199,853 ; in 1894 it had gone up to | itself, to one or two statements made by ; 
ithe right hon. Gentleman. He com- 4 
menced by a statement that the Act of | 


£1 13s. 4d., an increase of £1 Os. 2d., 
while the population had decreased by 
3,599,245. Pauperism increased from) Union contemplated the abolition of the 
52°45 per 1,000 in 1866 to 95°08 per | separate financial treatment of Ireland. 
1,000 in 1894, during which period the |; He condemned my hon. friend the 
population decreased by 1,039,926. In| Member for North Dublin for some of the 
England, on the other hand, between | language that he used about that Act. 
1864 and 1894 pauperism decreased | 1am not going to use any language abour 
from 43°7 per 1,000 to 25°5 and the | it, save this: that | should be curious to 
population increased by 8,641,469. That} see the Englishman who would read 
is, it is doubled in Ireland while it is | through the history of that period and 
practically halved in England. The | come away with any very high opinion, 
number of emigrants from Ireland in| not of the Act of Union, but of the 
the period from 1837 to 1900 was} methods of this country in carrying it, 
4,975,058 of whom &3 per cent. were | I want to challenge the statement of the 
between the ages of fifteen and thirty-| Chancellor of the Exchequer that the 
five. The number who died from famine | Act of Union contemplated the abolition 
between 1837 and 1886 was 1,225,000, | of the separate financial treatment of 
while altogether there disappeared owing | Ireland. Now, there is one man who 
to famine, emigration, and eviction be-| must have known what was intended 
tween 1837 and 1900 9,888,053. No | rather better than the right hon. Gentle. 
country on the face of the earth can show | man. That was Lord Castlereagh. Lord 
such a record of the disappearance of | Castlereagh was one of the promoters of 
population as that of Ireland. Lunacy | the Act—one of the principal promoters 


| 
| 
] 
| 


increased from one in every 1,291 in-|—and one of the most unscrupulous of 
habitants in the year 1851 to one in| the lot. Lord Castlereagh made what 
every 222 in 1898. These are the!the intentions of the (Fovernment were 
reasons why I think Ireland is entitled to ‘at that time perfectly clear. He said 
the benefits of the seventh Article of the | in one of his speeches— 
Act of Union. Since the amalgamation| «As for the future, it is expected that the 
of the Exchequers you have built up in | two countries should move forward together 
and unite with regard to their expenses in the 


’ 


is country one of the richest nations in | j , wr Ox] 
this countr, ge : | measure of their relative abilities.’ 
the world, while in Ireland you have left | 


nothing but ruin and desolation all over| Later, he siid— 
the land. | ‘“ By their being a provision for revision.” 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, s,);| That was a provision that the financial 
It might have been expected that the — . vst so was to be reconsidered 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would potas ee digo a 
make an able speech in reply to) sctard has the utmost ponitle secarite tha 
that made by my hon. friend on the} she cannot be taxed beyond the measure of her 
-other side. We have got from the right | comparative ability, and that the ratio of her 
hon. Gentleman the case of the Govern- | contributions must ever correspond with her 
ment against this motion, and it will be | relative wealth and prosperity.” 
the business of Irish representatives | Lord Castlereagh must have known 
during the remainder of the debate to | the intention of the promoters of the Act 
answer as far as we can that case. I am of Union much better than the right hon. 
bound to say, however, that the right | Gentleman or any living statesman 
hon. Gentleman placed as many diffi-| to-day, and what Lord Castlereagh 
-eulties in our way as possible. It is not | assured Parliament was that in future 
the usual method of procedure in this | Ireland was not to be taxed beyond her 
House to fling columns of statistics at | relavive wealth and prosperity. The Chan- 
the head of the House without Members | cellor of the Exchequer has made another 
having had some opportunity of ex-| extraordinary statement. He stated 
amining them, but we must take them | what was perfectly true, that England 
-as they are. I propose to call attention, | has made a good many grants to Ireland, 
before I deal with the merits of the case | and he gave as an instance the £750,000 
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which was given to Ireland under the 
Local Government Act of 1898. That 
is a rather unfortunate instance to pick 
out, because how did Ireland get that 
amount ? In the first place, it was an 
equivalent grant to the grant made to 
England under the Agricultural Rates 
Act. When the Agricultural Rates Act 
was passing through the House a motion 
was made to apply it to Ireland. That 
motion was rejected by the House. A 
motion was made shortly afterwards— 
a direct motion—calling for this equiva- 
lent grant. What happened? Did Ivre- 
land get it? Not at all. The Govern- 
ment opposed it. The House voted it 
down. But we got it in the Local 
Government Act, not out of charity, but 
because there was a necessity to buy off 
the opposition of the Irish landlords to 
local government. That grant was 
ostensibly given to buy off the Irish land- 
lords’ opposition, and nobody everthought 
of challenging it. I think that was a 
most unfortunate illustration for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to use as to 


the generosity of England towards 
Ireland. 


With regard to the question of the 
separate treatment of Ireland, surely it | 
is plain that alike in the Act of Union 
itself and in the Act of 1817, when the 
Exchequers were amalgamated, separate 
treatment was clearly laid down, and as 
a simple matter of historic fact the 


separate treatment was maintained 
until 1853, and Ireland was up 
to that time exempt from income 


tax and from the high spirit duties. 
I confess that on this question I am 
in a somewhat difficult position. I 
have never before, although this ques- | 
tion has been before the House for five | 
years, been able to take part in the debate. 
Iwas muzzled. Historically I agree with | 
the Nationalist party, but practically | 
I see almost insuperable difficulties in | 
the way of some of the proposals made for | 
settling this question. Let me say first 
that the English case is an impossible 
case. What is the English position in 
this matter ? Ireland says in effect that 
a financial wrong has been done to her | 
ever since the Act of Union was passed, 
that the predominant and the rich| 
partner has done the poorer partner a| 
financial wrong. That is the case of | 
Ireland, and that is the case which had | 


{12 JuLy 1901} 
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been put forward to-night. England’s 
answer is simply to plead * not guilty,” 
but the case between the two countries 
was referred by the House to a competent 
tribunal. ‘The finding of that tribunal 
went against England. 

The Commission appointed to inquire 
into the ease was appointed by Roval 
Warrant. It consisted of fifteen mem- 
bers, eight of whom were Englishmen. 
It had for its chairman a gentleman 
who had served in more than one Liberal] 
Cabinet, and who had served the high 
oftice of Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
It numbered in its ranks financial 
experts—men like Lord Welby and Lord 
Farrer—and it examined as witnesses all 
the representatives of the Treasury who 
could be of any use in making the English 
But | confess that I am not im- 
pressed with the plea of “ not guilty.” 
England is one of the parties to the suit. 
She is the defendant, and she is not the 
first defendant who has pleaded * not 
guilty.” | take leave to say that, while 
the verdict of that Commission stands 
as it does, until the Government reverses 
that verdict by a higher and more com 
petent tribunal, the plea of * not guilty ” 
is of no avail. It is maintained that this 
was a party Commission set up for a 
party purpose. Very well. 


ease. 


We were promised a second Commis- 
sion; why has it not sat? We were 
distinctly promised a second Commission 
and it has not sat at all. And why? Lord 
Salisbury has answered the question. 
He said he found so many people 
anxious to serve who knew nothine 
about the subject, and so few who knew 
anything xbout it were willing, that the 
Government had given it up. The 
Government have retired from the fray. 
and they are content to allow the verdict 
of the Royal Commission to stand, and 
so long as the verdict stands the plea of 
“not guilty” is of no avail. That plea 
was put in before the Royal Commission. 
and the Commission found against 
England. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer very properly attributed more 
importance to practical matters than 
to the history of this matter. I will deal 
with the practical results by-and-bye. 
The history of the question is very brief, 
and I take leave to say here that in no 
transaction of a financial character 
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between the two countries since the Act 
of Union was passed has the p orer 
country ever got the benefit. On the 
contrary, in every financial transaction 
which has taken place the poorer country 
has suffered at the hands of the richer. 
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Take, for instance, the contribution fixed | 


by the Act of Union. That was imposed 
by the stronger partner against the 
weaker one. The whole Irish Parlia- 
ment stood up and protested against it. 
They prophesied that that contribution 
would bring disaster to their country, 
but they were not listened to. What 
was the result? The arrangement was 
passed, and seventeen years afterwards 
—three years before the allotted time had 
expired—the question had to be faced 
afresh, because of the disaster which had 
attended the arrangement. As Grattan 
pointed out at that time, what would 
have been simply a feather’s weight to 
England was a millstone round the neck 
of Ireland. ‘The result was that the whole 
question had to be faced afresh, simply 
because Ireland was unable to bear the 
burden which England had placed 
upon her. 

Take the period from 1817 to the 
present time, and I hope English Mem- 
bers will pay some attention to the facts 
I am going to state. In the year 1853 


Mr. Gladstone, with a surplus of 
£1,000,000 sterling in his hands, 


deliberately introduced into Ireland for 
the first time the income tax. Mr. 
Gladstone was a great master of finance, 
and he said that the income tax would 
only be a temporary impost, and he 
put it as lasting for a period of seven 
years. He mentioned what has been 
called a set-off to the imposition of the 
income tax. He took the consolidated 
annuities, as they were called, which had 
accumulated out of the distress of the 
famine, amounting to £4,000,000, and 
he proposed to clear that debt off and 
relieve Ireland from that burden. That 
was to be the set-off against the imposi- 
tion of the income tax. But the income 
tax in Ireland has lasted ever since. This 
is an instance of what I mean when I say 
that,in every financial deal with England, 
Ireland has got the worst of it. The 
consolidated annuities amounted to 
£4,000,000 ; but since 1853, when the 
income tax was imposed, as a temporary 
measure, England has got out of that 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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poor country £22,000,000 sterling in 
income tax for that £4,000,000. And 
yet you call this a set-off! Then came 
the equalisation of the spirit duty. As 
hon. Members will expect, I am not pro- 
foundly concerned in this question. | 
know exactly where the shoe pinches, 
and if the lrish people were wise upon 
this matter, and would take my advice, 
the right hon. Gentleman would have 
to look out for his taxation in a different 
way. 

Sir David Barbour is a great authority 
at the present moment, and [ hold him 
in ds high esteem as anyone on the 
Treasury Bench. Sir David Barbour 
differed from his colleagues upon the 
Commission, and he took the English 
as against the Irish view of the 
situation. He states perfectly frankly 
that Mr. Gladstone imposed £2,000,000 
between 1853 and 1860 too much, 
and that the circumstances of the 
case were not sufficiently taken into 
account. Let us see what the circum- 
stances were. This was a period five 
years after a great famine, such as had 
never visited Ireland beiore. It was a 
famine in which thousands of people 
died simply from hunger and starvatior. 
This taxation was imposed when agri- 
culture, which was then the leading 
industry in Ireland, was fighting the 
disturbance caused in Ireland by Free 
Trade, and it must be remembered that 
whatever the advantages of Free Trade 
have been to England—and I admit them 
all, for [ am a Free Trader myself— 
nobody can pretend to believe that the 
advantages of Free Trade to Ireland were 
of the same character. Free ‘Trade 
ruined [reland’s market, and in 1853 
she was slowly recovering from the dis- 
turbance caused by Free Trade. This 
was the time chosen to fix upon the 
shoulders of the people of Ireland an 
additional £2,000,000 of taxation, in spite 
of the provision to the contrary contained 
in the Act of Union. Anyone who 
examines the whole case must be driven 
to the conclusion which Sir David 
Barbour has arrived at, that this 
impost was not just,and that at the 
time the whole circumstances of the 
country were not sufficiently considered 
by the English Parliament. This is 
another proof of my statement. that 
, Wherever Ireland hasa deal with England 
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in finance Ireland has been worsted. 
The first instance was in connection 
with the Act of Union, and the second 
was the set-off of £4,000,000 against 
£22,000,000 arranged by Mr. Glad- 
stone. Take, as another instance, the 
disestablishment of the Irish Church. 
What happened then ? 
one fact to show how the predominant | 
partner can do a little trick for himself. | 
The grant to Maynooth and _ the| 
Reginm Donum were made by the Irish 
Parliament, for it thought that Roman 
Catholics should be taught, and at 
the time of the Union these two grants 
were transferred to the Consolidated 
Fund. When the Established Church 
was disestablished these grants, which 
belonged to the Consolidated Fund, 
were placed on the Disestablished 
Church Fund. What England, in effect, 
said to Ireland was, “* You may be a poor 
country. We do not force you to pay. | 
Drink less and you will pay less.”’ 
people talk about indiscriminate taxa- 
tion, and it is said that we pay no more 
taxes in Ireland than the cottager pays | 
in Gloucestershire. First of all in regard 
to this argument, allow me to point out 
that Ire: nd is not an English county. 
Why should Ireland be treated as an } 
English county ? No English county | 
ever had a separate Parliament, or ever | 
entered into a Treaty of Union with 
England and Scotland. The truth of | 
the matter is that Ireland before the year | 
1800 was a distinct entity, and by the 
Treaty,of Union that separate entity was 
maintained. What right has anybody, 
then, to treat Ireland as if it were 
Gloucestershire or Wiltshire ? Such a 
thing is not possible, and it is not fair. 
My position is that, historically, I am 
with my hon. friends opposite, and I do 
not think that the case can be resisted 
upon historical grounds. 


Some 





Then there is the question of the set- 
off. I admit that this set-off is a very 
serious argument. What does it amount 
to? I will take the opinion of Sir David 
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| Barbour again. He simply comes to the 
‘conclusion that the whole expenditure 
upon the civil government of Ireland is 
local expenditure, and that the increased 
| expenditure in this respect balances 

the increased revenue derived from 
| Ireland of which we complain. I have 


I might give | studied the various Reports of the Com- 


missioners with some interest. Lord 
Welby and Lord Farrer did not commit 
themselves to any such doctrine. They 


are great financial experts, but they re- 
fuse to commit themselves to the doc- 
trine laid down by Sir David Barbour. 
What they did say was that just as the 
revenue Ireland 
so the expenditure was excessive, and 
they must be considered together. We 
do not deny that. We do not deny that 
the expenditure in Ireland is excessive, 


from was excessive, 


for it is our constant complaint that it is 
excessive, and much of it is absolutely 
useless, and would be saved if Ireland 
was governed as it ought to be governed. 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER : It is bribery. | 
Mr. Childers took a fairer view, for he 
endeavoured to classify the expenditure 
and to distinguish between Imperial and 
local expenditure. The remainder of his 
colleagues and a majority of the Commis- 
sion find that the whole expenditure 
of Treland as provided by the Union 
That 
is the position of affairs, and [ think 
Mr. Childers’ position is an equitable 


contract is Imperial and not local. 


and a fair one. 

There is much expenditure borne by 
Ireland loeally which ought to be Im- 
perial expenditure. Take the Viceregal 
expenses. Surely nobody would say that 
the Viceroy existed for the benefit of 
Ireland. Surely there is nobody who 
would commit himself to such a theory 
as that. Many years ago there was a Bill 
which passed its Second Reading in this 
House to abolish the Lord Lieutenaney 
of Ireland. My point is that this Bill 
received the support of the Government 
of that day, but nobody can tell where the 
Bill went to, for we have not heard of it 


2L 
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sinee. Nobody ean fairly claim that the 


Viceregal expenditure in Ireland is local | 
expenditure. It exists purely for lmperial 


purposes, and ought to be treated as 


such. Take theconstabulary. I think it 


is perfectly clear that the Irish people ' 


should pay a reasonable portion for the 
police. I think they ought to pay for the 
police just in the same way as the English 
and the Scotch people pay. That would 
represent what was local expendi- 
ture, and the balance ought to be Im- 
perial expenditure. The total expendi- 
ture upon police in [Ireland is £1,400,000 
Now if Ireland paid for the 
England 


per annum. 
police in the same ratio 
and Scotland, the amount she would 
to pay would be £600,000, It 
should be borne in mind that if Ireland 
was treated as England and Scotland 
are treated in the matter of police, 
then she would contribution 
of £300,000 a year, and her police eX- 


as 


have 


get oa 


penditure would then be only £300,000. 
Therefore, | say that everything over 
£600,000 is Imperial 
expenditure so far as the police are 


and not local 
I could go on in the same 
direction, Mr. Childers 
was absolutely right, and we ought to 
demand for Ireland treatment in accord- 
ance with English and Scotch precedents, 
so that Ireland would pay in the same 
ratio towards her expenditure, 
and the remainder should be charged 
upon the Imperial funds. I know that 
it will be said that a great deal of this is 
barred by the Statute of Limitations. I 
say what the Irish people ought to do is 
to find out some way of having this 
question settled. I think the hon. 
Member for North Dublin acted with 
great wisdom in absolutely refusing to 
state any plan for a remedy of the griev- 
| remember hearing 


concerned. 
showing that 


loeal 


ances of Ireland. 


in the Home Rule debates, when some | 


question of a remedy arose, the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham saying, 
“It is not my duty to prescribe, [ am 
not the physician in charge.” Schemes 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 
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j have been put forward in favour of 
differentiation in taxation, but I cannot 
| support any proposals of that kind. 
I am sufficiently Unionist to be against 
all setting up of Customs as between 
England and Ireland; we must find 
some other method. We ought not to 
bother our heads, either, about 
£3,000,000 a year having been taken 
from Ireland for 100 years. 
clear that a great deal of the debt was 
barred by the Statute of Limitations, 


It was quite 


and we must be practical in this matter, 
Mr. Childers in his Report advised that 
the Government should set aside every 
year from the Imperial revenue a certain 
amount to be spent in works of public 
utility in Ireland. If the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ever looks in that direction 
he will find plenty of opportunity for his 
benevolence. There is the burning ques- 
tion of land purchase—there is no better 
way in which something could be done 
to square the account than by assisting 
land Then there the 
questions of the congeste ddistricts, 
of the Irish railways, arterial 
drainage. Instead of troubling their 
minds about what they called the over- 


purchase. are 


and 


representation of Ireland, English Mem- 
bers would do well to give a little more 
attention to her over-taxation and try to 
solve the difficulty 
to do things for Ireland that would be of 
real utility. 


by endeavouring 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): It cannot but be regarded 
as somewhat strange that the right hon. 
Gentleman should have reproached hon. 
Members on these benches for not raising 
this question before the House with 
sufficient ardour. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 


state it as a reproach. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Perhaps the 


right hon. Gentleman congratulates us 
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upon not having done so. 
complaint rather than an enccurage- 


consideration of these benches. 
makes the statement more peculiar is 


last vear but the debate then was illumi- 
nated by a speech from the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, which was exactly 
the same as he has delivered to-night. 
The right hon. Gentleman almost made 
ita complaint that although the coal tax 
did not affect Ireland Irish Members 
opposed it ; has the right hon. Gentleman 


Ireland as not to know that we have 
never put material interests above what 
we regard as high political convictions ? 
It would be untrue to the whole history 
of our country if, though we lost nothing 
bya tax, we did not oppose it when it was 
raised for the purpose of carrying on a war 
which we consider unjust and dishonest. 
lam surprised that the right hon.Gentle- 
mans Who has been Chief Secretary in his 
time,should lay down the proposition that 
itis vain for any body of Irish representa- 
tives to expect any relief of this taxation 
grievance unless they gave in return 
their support to the Government of the 
day. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : No, no, that 
is certainly not what I meant to convey. 
I was referring to the action of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite on the particular 
proposal of the coal tax, which was at 
that time under discussion. 


Mr. T. 
this time of day it is absurd for any 
British Minister to suppose that we shall 
put what we all regard as the national 
claim of the country below any par- 
ticular action whatever or under the 
control of a British Minister. There is 
no proposal of taxation which the right 
hon. Gentlemen would be ready to offer 
Ireland for which they would sacrifice 





ment, which deserves the most serious | 


What | 
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| 


that not only did we raise this debate | 
‘should be made. 
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Anyone who 
will read the Act of Union will see that 
a separate fiscal system was intended for 
Ireland after the passing of the Act of 
Union. It must of necessity have been 
the case that some such arrangement 
Ireland then was a 
poor Country compared with England, 


‘and it was small and retrogressive, and 


so little appreciated the whole history of | 


when a poor and unprogressive country 
was to be united with a rich and pro- 
gressive country surely every person 
in authority in Ireland would be bound 
to take precautions that the country 
should be safeguarded by its having a 
separate fiscal system. I cannot under- 
stand why the right hon. Gentleman 
should lay such stress on the fact that we 
base our case on the Act of Union. Here 
the sovereign party of Ireland was merg- 
ing itself with a sovereign party of Eng- 
land, a stronger country, and in order to 
make the contract, say, a great Act called 
the Act of Union was made between the 
two countries. Now, is it in the power 
of the strong country to break a contract 
in its own favour as against a weak 
country ? We could tear up the Act of 
Union to-morrow without doing any 
particular wrong, but England is bound 
not to weaken in any way whatever the 
Act of Union to the detriment of the 
weaker country. This question is not 
at an end, it is only really commenced, 
and the right hon. Gentleman must 
make up his mind that he has to deal 
on this question to-day with a practi- 
cally united Ireland. And as time goes 
on that unity is not likely to be disturbed, 
because this is an evil which time will 
not heal. It has been pointed out 
that since 1894, when it was proved 
that we were over-taxed to the extent of 
£2.750,000, taxation has increased in 
Ireland. What is the answer of the 


P. O'CONNOR: Surely at | right hon. Gentleman ? If I did not think 


him serious almost to solemnity I should 
have thought he was laughing at us. 
He says, as taxation in Ireland has in- 
creased, the grievances of that country 
have diminished—a most excellent argu- 
ment, following that of the hon. Gentle- 
man who introduced this motion, to 
recommend to the rulers of Italy and the 
Sultan of Turkey, because what it means 
is this, that we had a comparatively big 
grievance in 1894, when the taxation 
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was only £7,000,000, we had a less 
grievance in 1900, when our taxation 
was £9,500,000, and that if the right 
hon. Gentleman with the assistance of 
the Colonial Secretary will only increase 
the burden of Ireland by new wars the 
taxation of the country may rise to 
£15,000,000 and she will have no griev- 
ance at all. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: We 


all be Liberal Limperialists then. 


shall 


Me. T. P. O'CONNOR: That is a 


reductio ad absurdum. although in a 


measure the right hon. Gentleman 
might be right, because with the increase 
of taxation and the diminution of 


population it is quite possible that by the 
time the right hon. Gentleman had got 
his £15,000,000 the Irish 
would have disappeared because Ireland 


grievances 


was no more, an argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman which I find it difficult 
to take seriously. It is like the meta- 
phorical argument of the First Lord of the 
Treasury that the whisky tax means 
nothing because it is voluntary. The 
right hon. Gentleman says we speak of 
expenditure on Imperial lines and of 
taxation on Separatist lines. We are 
pertectly entitled to do so, Except the 
item of education, there is none of this 
expenditure in Ireland that can be 
regarded as other than Imperial and 
injurious. The hon. Member for St. 
Stephen's Green made a_ statement 
which nobody can deny when he said 
that this so-called contribution to the 
expenditure of Lreland had not done a 
farthing of good to those 2,000,000 of 
people in Ireland living on small patches 
of land. Why do you eall it a set-off ? 
1 call it Imperial expenditure, made 
by Imperial authority—contributed and 
wasted by Imperial authority. Is there 
a man in the House who will get up and 
say that Ireland is not one of the most 


flagrantly, wastefully, expensively, and | 


misgoverned countries in 
We have twelve judges— 


shamelessly 
the world ? 
half would be enough. 
in England some of the hardest workec 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 


At this moment | @nd_ light, £5,454. Tas : 
j to dwell on the cost of fuel and lights 
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men are the judges on the bench ; 
the greatest loafer in Ireland, except the 
police-constable, is the Irish judge. Let 
me pause a moment on the policeman. 
‘He is the most extraordinary peace 
officer in the world. He carries a 
rifle and a bayonet, a revolver, and, as 
some of my hon. friends can testify, a 
baton; he gets after six months pro- 
bation 21s. a week; the agricultural 
labourer around him. his brother pos. 
sibly, gets 9s. While the brother lives ina 
cabin, he gets all the comfort of living 
in the police barracks, which, with the 
gaols , the workhouses, and the lunatic 
asvlums, are the best buildings in the 
country , and at forty-five he gets a 
pension. The right hon. Gentleman 
talks of the money in the savings banks. 
i will tell him where that comes from. 
He gets it to a large extent from the 
police of Lreland. The police are almost 
the only comfortable class in the country, 
and while you insist upon keeping in 
Ireland an armed, overpaid and_ over- 
pensioned force of soldiers, for they are 
nothing less, for the purpose of keeping 
down the Irish people and defeating 
their political and national aspirations, 
you turn round and say to us, “ You 
ought to be grateful to us for pay- 
ing back so much to you in this way.” 
Ireland is in this extraordinary position, 
that she is asked to pay for the heavy 
golden chains cast upon her. 


There is another thing in regard to the 
administration of Lreland that | wish to 
bring before the House. I have done it 
before, and I daresay | will have to do 
it very often again. It is a comparison 

| between the Imperial set-off and _ the 
_budget of an Irish household, and | 
\think the House will find the contrast 
'extremely instructive. The law officers 
receive £7,000 ; Crown solicitors, £16,722; 
sessional Crown solicitors £2,725 ; prose- 
cutors, £17 , 000; fees to law officers, 
£1,000 ; fees to counsel, £8,000 ; general 
law expenses, £6,100 ; defence of public 
| officials, £400 ; assize expenses, £11,520; 
total, £70,467. These are the law charges 
for this year exclusive, of course, of the 
salaries of the judges. There are, how- 
lever, other two items ; judges’ lodgings, 
£2,700, and buildings, furniture, fuel 


ask the House 











940 


bench ; 
cept the 
ge. Let 
liceman. 
'V peace 
ries a 
and, as 
estify, a 
ths pro- 
cultural 
her poss 
lives in a 
t living 
vith the 
- lunatic 
s in the 
> gets a 
ntleman 
s banks. 
s from. 
‘om the 
> almost 
‘country, 
ping in 
d over- 
hey are 
keeping 
efeating 
rations, 
s, “ You 
or pay: 
s way. 

osition, 

heavy 


1 to the 
wish to 
done it 

e to do 
parison 
nd the 
and | 
ontrast 
officers 
16,722; 
; prose- 

officers, 

general 
public 
1,520; 
sharges 
of the 
>, how- 
dgings, 

e, fuel 
House 

lights 











941 


for a reason which | will presently show. 
Now let us take the budget of a household 
in the congested districts. Receipts :— 
Sale of heifer or bullock £4 10s., sale of 
five sheep £3 15s., sale of pig £3 10s., 
sale of eggs £2 4s. 4d., sale of flannel or 
tweed £3 10s., sale of corn 15s., sale of 
fish £8., knitting, ete.,£1 : total £27 4s. 4d. 
Expenditure :—Rent £2, county cess 
js. 8d., tea £5 17s., and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will get some of that ; 
sugar £1 19s., and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will get some of that ; meal 
£7 14s., he will get none of that, for he 
dare not yet tax meal or corn; flour, 
£1 17s. 6d. ; clothing, £6 8s. 6d. ; tobacco, 
8d., and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will get some of that ; one 
young pig, 15s.; implements,ete., £1 4s. 9d. 
making altogether an expenditure of 
£30 9s. Id. I dwelt on the item of 
lights for this reason. I lived on a farm 
for a short time as a boy, and one of the 
things I remember still with horror 
was that the wife of a peasant died in 
the dark because she had not enough 
money to buy a candle, Is it not a 
mockery and an insult to the people of 
Ireland that the right hon. Gentleman 
should put this extravagant and bloated 
administration on Lreland, for the pur- 
poses of corruption.and as a set-off against 
our claims to relief. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer smiled when L used the word 
corruption. IL repeat the word corrup- 
tion, and say that every public duty in 
lreland is overpaid for the direct purpose 
of buying the intellect of Ireland to the 
side of the Union. 
Now I come for a 
condition of Ireland. I must say that 
when I heard the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer speaking on this question it 
gave me a feeling of very profound pain. 
lan sure I believe the right hon. Gentle- 
man to be a most honest and upright 
politician, and that he believes every 
word he says; but when he gets up in 
his place and talks of Ireland being 
prosperous in the face of what we know, 
in the face of what we see, in the face of 
what is within the circle of our own 
family relationships, why, that is one of | 
thoseterrible revelationsof the impassable 
gulf which lies between Englishmen 
and Jrishmen upon trish questions. 
What is the test of the prosperity of a 
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jcountry ! The right hon. Gentleman 
gave us railway receipts and savings 
banks deposits. In regard to the savings 
banks it must be remembered that these 
now take the place of the old stocking, 
and as a matter of fact the increase of 
the savings banks deposits simply means 
a change in the habits of the people, and 
is largely made up out of the savings 
which are made from the large salaries 
given to certain classes by the British 
Government. Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man or will he not take population as 
the test of the prosperity of a country ? 
Everybody knows that one of the glories 
of England is the increase of its popula- 
tion. But in Ireland, have we increased 
our population ? The right hon. Gentle- 
man knows that ever since the Financial 
Relations Commission reported on this 
question we have lost a quarter of a 
million of our population, and that since 
the death of Mr. Parnell and the dissen- 
sions which gathered round his name, 
and which | am thankful to say are for 
ever buried and lost sight of, we have lost 
half a million of our population. These 
figures in regard to the population of 
Ireland are too terrible. In 1841 
our population numbered 8,177,124, 
in April of this year it was 4,456,546. 
Is there any country in any period of 
the world’s history which can show a 
devastation, a depopulation, in equal 
proportions as that? Why, Sir, in Ire- 
land we have just about the same popula- 
tion as London. I call the attention of 
the Hon. Member for South Belfast to 
the fact that, in spite of the enormous 
increase in the population of Belfast, 
there has been a decrease in the popula- 
tion of the province of Ulster. The 
decrease in the province of Leinster is 
41,297; in Munster 98,568, in Connaught 
69,876, and in the favoured province 
of Ulster, 68,463. 

What becomes of the population ? Is 
emigration from a country a sign of 
prosperity, especially in a country like 
that of Ireland, where the devotion of the 
people to their native soil amounts to a 
passion almost terrible in its intensity / 
Out of a population of 8,197,000 in 1841 
it is estimated that only four and a half 
millions are now left in hreland. * Fully 
2,000 a week,” says the chronicler, 


“have been departing from the port of 
Queenstown alone for the United States 
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for weeks past, and before tle season is 
spent the big exodus that is flowing 
rapidly will only leave behind in Ireland 
the remains of a great race.”’ That is a 
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very tragic and terrible picture which [| 


recommend to the right hon. Gentleman 
for his best reflections. This diminution 
of the population of Ireland ean be 


directly traced to the evil and foolish 
legislation of this House and the de- 
struction of the Irish Parliament. I beg 


to call the attention of the Chief Secre- 


tary to the fact that in 1900 the 
emigration from Ireland amounted to 
47,107, or an increase of 3,347 over that 


of 1899. My hon. friend called attention 
to that disastrous epoch in the history 
of Ireland in 1853, when Mr. Gladstone 
introduced changes in the fiscal relations 
of that country. My explanation of that 
extraordinary departure from 


that it is to be attributed to one of the 
faults and flaws of his great intellect. 
He was in the habit of concentrating 
his attention on a particular question 
which interested him, and he was blind 
and deaf at the time to every other ques- 
tion. | remember that in the first speech 
I made in this House in 1880 I ealled 
his attention to the fact that besides the 
oppression of the Christians in the East 
there was a little oppression of the 
Christians in the West in the shape of 
rack-rents in Ireland; and the right 
hon. 
was ignorant of the facts as to the case 
in Ireland. Ireland had just escaped 
from the famine, and I will read the 


returns of emigration for the three years | 


preceding 1853 and the subsequent year. 


In 1851 the number of emigrants from 


Ireland from Ist May 
in 1852, 190,322; in 1853, 173,148 ; 
and in 1854, 140,555. At the moment 
that Ireland was bleeding at every pore 
that was the moment chosen to impose 


was 152.060 ; 


a new system of taxation upon her. But 
where do these Irish emigrants go ? 


That, I think, is a matter which British 
statesmen may very well consider from 
the point of view of British interests. 
Last. vear, out of 50,000 people who left 
Ireland, 126 went to New Zealand, 
to Australia, 472 to Canada now bubbling 
over with Imperial enthusiasm, and to 
the United States 37,765,or 83°4 per cent. 
of the whole. I take another test. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 


sound | 
finance on the part of Mr. Gladstone is | § 


Gentleman had to confess that he | 
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| 79°7 per cent. of the men were labourers, 
,and 81°0 per cent. of the women were 
servants, and we know what that means, 
When I heard my right hon. friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean talking 
the other day about the women in the 
Potteries who suffered from lead-poison- 
ing, and that their average life was 
twenty-three years and that the average 
life of the dockers in London was 41°43 
vears, I thought that horrible enough ; 

but the horror was increased when | 
remembered that 70 or 80 per cent. of 
these drudges and white slaves of in- 
,dustrial England came from Ireland. 
The Chief Secretary, I dare say, has read 
a recent speech of the Lord Lieutenant 
on the condition of Ireland. This is 
/what his Lordship stated— 


‘I do not wish to remind you of what, I 
am afraid, you = know, that we in England 
in the past times have been largely responsible 
for the present state of things. Tt would be 
folly to — and mean to refuse to acknow- 
‘ledgeit. But the fact is that with industries 
abolished, with mills lying idle and in ruins, 
and with all that destruction of vital energy 
in the towns, brought about by many years of 
misgovernment in the past, ‘there is really 
nothing to draw your surplus population from 
these congested districts.” 


| 

That is a picture of the condition of 
Ireland, which is in very sharp con- 
trast to that of the prosperity of the 
country drawn by the Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer. I may say that the Lord 
| Lieutenant’s remedy for the misery 
of the congested districts of Ireland 
‘is to take the population from 
the healthy air of the fields, and put 
them into the slums and lanes of the 
ruined towns of Ireland! | take another 
test of economic condition—that of 
pauperism. In 1864, with a population 
of 5,640,527, there were 264,569 indoor 
and 31,266 outdoor paupers, or a total of 
295,835. In 1894, with a population 
of 4,600,599, there were 437,412 indoor 
and outdoor paupers ; in 1898, with a 
population of 4,543,782, the paupers 
numbered 526,057 ; while in 1900, with 
a population of 4,500,764, they num- 
bered 486,811. Why, that is the most 
ghastly picture of the condition of any 
country in the whole world—worse than 
even the worst parts of Turkey. 

The First Lord of the Treasury, when 
he was Chief Secretary, used to utter 
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reproac ‘hes about the improvident early | these increases in the deposits of the 


marriages in Ireland, which came badly 
from a “bachelor. 
his example is now being followed in 
Ireland, and that the marriage rate is 
going down. Here are the statistics of 
the marriage rate for different countries 


in Europe. Hungary stands at the 
head with ninety-one per 1,000; Ger- 


many, fifty-three ; England, fifty-two; 
Austria, fifty-one ; Italy, fifty ; France 
forty-nine ; Sweden, thirty-seven ; 
land, twenty-three ! 


right hon. Gentleman’s precepts and his | 
taxation of the people of Ireland have | 
had a result that even the wisest of | 
British statesmen could scarcely have | 


Let me tell him that | 


Ire- | 
I think that the | 


wished. Let me conclude with this 
observation. Mr. Childers, of whose | 
memory every Irishman has grateful 


recollections, was mainly responsible for 
the Report of the Financial Relations 
Commission. I recently read his bio- 


graphy by his son, and in it there are | 


many touching allusions. He married 
asa young man of twenty-one, and after 


many years of wedded happiness his | 


wife died suddenly. He woke in the 
morning to find her a corpse by his side. 
I venture to use that episode in the life 
of the late Mr. Childers. I think that 
except the massacre of the Armenians 
in the face of a silent and cowardly 
Europe, there is no more tragic spectacle 


in the world to-day than this great | 
country seeing this poor country of | 


Ireland wasting and decaying, yet pro- 
claiming that all is well in Ireland, while 


[rishmen know that their country is fast | 


descending into bankruptcy and ruin. 


*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT (Durham) : 
The hon. Member who has just sat down | 
has sueeeeded in making out a case 
because he treated Ireland, so far as 


diferent footing from that of every 
other country in Europe. The House 
has just heard from the Chancellor oi 
the Exchequer that Schedule D of the 
income tax in Ireland is steadily pro- 
ducing a greater revenue, that the traffic 
receipts on the railways are steadily in- 


| that 


Savings Banks do nothing but show the 
natural pauperism of the Irish people. 
I cannot conceive on what principle 
English and Scottish Members should 
be asked to discuss statistics relating to 
Ireland in a different way from what 
they are discussed in relation to other 
countries. No contradiction has been 
given to the contention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that, though he might 
deplore the comparative poverty of Ire- 
land, there is great reason to hope that 
slowly, but steadily, even in Ireland 
prosperity and wealth are increasing. 
[Cries from the Irish benches of ‘* Oh, 
oh.”] I have been very much struck 
with this fact in the debate. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone agreed with 
the mover of the resolution that it was 
wiser not to suggest any remedy for the 
inequality and the injustice. 


Mr. Tf. WV. RUSSELL : That was not the 
case with me. I adopted Mr. Childers’ 


suggestion. 


*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT: Iwas com- 
plimenting my hon. friend on a wisdom 
which he now does not show. At all 
events my hon. friend found that it was 
not easyto suggest a remedy,and he does 
not agree that the remedy suggested by 
Mr. Childers was a wise, suitable, and 
possible remedy. I will tell my hon. 
friend why it is so difficult to find a 
remedy. The real difficulty they have 
in finding a remedy is that they cannot 
put their hands on the grievance. [Cries 
from the Irish benches of “ Oh, oh.’’] 
The debate has gone on for a long time, 
| but I have not yet heard it suggested 
a single Irishman is unjustly 


treated compared with an Englishman 
stitistics are concerned, on an entirely | 


or a Scotchman. If we compare the 
taxation of Irishmen with that of Eng- 
lishmen, it is found that the Irishmen 
pay per head £1 8s. 10d. annually in 
taxes, — _— Englishmen and Scots- 
men pay £2 4s, 10d. Irishmen living 


_ in Ireland are not only taxed more lightly 


creasing, and that the Post Office Savings | 


Bank shows a continually increasing 


per head than Englishmen or Scotchmen, 
but they live in a country where there 
are fewer taxes. [An Hon. Memper: 


accumulation, although we are told that What are they ?] If an Irishman came 
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to live in this country he would have to | what would have been admissible if the expendi: 


ay house duty, and there are some five | ©! , ( 
Ps : | tion to Ireland’s taxable capacity. 


| whole account Ireland may be said to have been 
a gainer in 1893-94 of about one million sterling, 


or six different articles which are taxed 


in this country, but which are not taxed | 
been | ; 4 ; 
penditure for Irish purposes, she contributed 


in Ireland. Mr. Gladstone has 
severely criticised for introducing the 
income tax into Ireland; but I would 
remind hon. Members opposite who 


complain of this that the poor people of | 
Ireland do not pay the income tax. What | 


has the income tax got to do with them ? 
In my opinion any Irishman who has 
made a fortune ought to pay the income 
tax just the same as the people in Eng- 


land and Scotland who are in the same. 


position. Therefore it is not true that 


by introducing the income tax in Ireland | 


Mr. Gladstone was placing a burden 


on the poor people. 

With regard to the whisky tax Mr. 
Gladstone’s contention was that he did 
not see why a glass of whisky should 
be purchased cheaper in Ireland than in 
England and Scotland. If hon. Members 
opposite wish to establish their case they 
will have to bring forward an Irishman 
in the flesh and compare him with some 
other Englishman and show us where the 
Lrishman is unjustly taxed. Iam not so 
much struck with the wisdom of thereport 
of the Commission as some hon. Gentle- 
men appear to be. The Commission has 
given considerable attention to the sub- 
ject, but, after searching into the matter 
myself, | find that the only person who 
suffers is what they describe as the Irish 
financial entity. I do not believe in’ 
that. This financial entity is a creature | 
of the mind, and when you come to deal 
with this case you will find that it is a 
thing which cannot be grasped. You 
will have todeal with individuals, and in 
dealing with the Irish nation it must be 
remembered that a very large number 
of Irishmen live in England and Seot- 
land. My hon. friend behind me main- 
tains that Sir David Barbour found that 
a set-off existed which balanced the in- 
equality of the taxation. This is what 
he said— 


* On the assumption that the taxable 
capacity of Ireland is one-twentieth of that of | 
the United Kingdom, Ireland paid in 1893-94 | 
about 2} millions sterling morethan she would 
have paid if the total revenue taken from her | 
had been in proportion to her taxable capacity. | 
Inthe same year there was expended for Irish | 
purposes about 3? millions sterling in excess of | 


| 
Mr. Arthur Elliot. 


| 


/ecern must gain by it. 


| 


} 


ture for Irish purposes had also been in propor- 
On the 


or that, in other words, after meeting the ex- 


about one million less towards Imperial pur- 
poses than she would have done if her con- 
tribution for Imperial purposes had been in 
the proportion of her ‘ taxable capacity.’ ” 


That is what my hon. friend calls fair, 
but it is not the English or Scotch method 
of balancing accounts. ‘The question 
has been asked—Is it right that Ireland 
should contribute to the Imperial ser- 
vices. [Nationalist cries of ‘‘ No.”| I 
am not going into the history of this 
matter. Hon. Members opposite seem 
to think that it is a monstrous thing that 


Ireland should be asked to contribute 
| anything towards our Imperial expenses. 


Ireland gains by the expenditure upon 
our Imperial services, but what hon. 
Members desire is to be quit of us alto- 
gether, and that is something which 
cannot possibly be granted, and it is a 
contention which cannot seriously be 
put forward when we are discussing the 
financial relations between the two 
countries. The partnership at present 
is between a rich and powerful country 
and a poor and weak one. <A_ poor 
partner who comes into a wealthy con- 
The funds of the 
United Kingdom are now being used for 
the benefit of the people of Ireland. As 
for the Act of Union,'it isan Act of Parlia- 
ment, and it has to be interpreted like 
any other Act. That Act contemplated 
a joint purse and ultimately a system of 
equal taxes on similar goods. Whether 
you look upon the words of the Act of 
Parliament or upon the existing condi- 
tion of things you must act justly 
between man and man. To create some 
national entity and legislate with refer- 
ence to it would be to introduce an in- 
justice between one man and another. 
According, however, to the very Report, 
the support of which has been claimed 
for the Irish ease, Ireland was in 1893-4 
saved about a million sterling by the 
existing system, as compared with the 
amount which she would have had to 
pay if she had been called upon to con- 
tribute to Imperial purposes in proportion 
to her taxable capacity. In the partner- 
ship between a rich and powerful country 
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and a poor and weak country the 
poor partner gains in credit, if in nothing 
else. [Cries of ‘“ No.”] Has not the 


British Government been turning thou- | 


sands of Irish tenants into proprietors 
by the use of British credit? Could 
that have been done with Irish credit 
‘alone 2? 


Mr. FLAVIN: At whose expense ? 
*Mr. ARTHUR ELLIOT: Hon Members 


interpret the Act of Union as a contract 
binding on the British Parliament, but not 
binding on themselves. It is clear that 
what we have to do is to induce the people 
throughout the kingdom to feel that they 
are citizens of one great nation. I hope 
as time goes on that Irishmen will take 
their proper part as citizens of this great 


Empire and that they will come to believe | 


that England is something better than 
a great and powerful tyrant trying to 
tax the skin off Irishmen’s backs. 


I think hon. Members opposite have | 


failed entirely to prove their case for 
introducing different taxation for the 
inhabitants of the three countries. Ii 
Irishmen can bring forward a real Irish 
grievance which really presses hard upon 
Irishmen I am sure hon. Members of 
this House will join together to remove it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that a 
celebrated Irish politician once described 
the supporters of the Union as a curious 
combination of Scotch logie and English 
stupidity. As the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury was not going to make a speech he 
would do his best to make one for him. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


Hear, hear. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that the 


First Lord of the Treasury had no} 


doubt heard one of his hon. friends 
speak of the treaty obligations imposed 
by the Act of Union between the Parlia- 
ments of England and __ Ireland, 


{18 JuLy 1901} 
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| high moral tone and said the honour 
/and integrity of the people could be 
relied upon. Yet in the same month he 
endeavoured to bribe the Speaker of 
the Irish House of Commons with a 
peerage to stifle debate. Ireland had 
been ruthlessly and mercilessly robbed 
by England, and when Pitt said England 
did not seek the Union from pecuniary 
motives he said what he knew was 
untrue. Whenever he spoke on Irish 
financial questions he always felt a 
great difficulty and he knew that 
every Member of the Nationalist party 
greatly regretted the absence of Mr. 
Sexton who had brought this question 
to a place of prominence before the 
public mind. He felt sure that he was 
only expressing the desiresof hiscolleagues 
when he said that he trusted Mr. Sexton 
might be induced to come back amongst 
them. It would be no exaggeration 
to say that all their Irish grievances 
were simply a question of finance. 
It was a financial question which caused 
the revolution of 1782 and it was a 
financial question which carried the 
Union and annihilated the Irish Par- 
liament. What were the promises held 
out by statesmen in reference to the 
Union? Pitt stated that the Govern- 
ment did not seek the Union from a 
pecuniary point of view, but he believed 
that when Pitt made that statement he 
was saying something which he knew 
to be untrue. Pitt also said that there 
was no ground for supposing that 
England would tax Ireland more heavily, 
but during the sixteen years from 1800 
to 1816 the revenue which came out 
of Ireland was three times more than 
the revenue that was obtained annually 
during the sixteen years before the 
Union. The enormous sum of some- 
thing like £10,000 was taken in order 
ito bribe the Irish Parliament. Pitt 
| did not like to do dirty work, but he had 
_an obedient servant in Lord Castlereagh. 
| Lord Castlereagh was a very charming 


leaving aside altogether the various | Person and had delightfully finished 


allegations of fraud which 


more or less admitted. 


obligations in the Union. Pitt, when) 


asked what security there would be | 
when the Parliament of Ireland ceased to | 
exist that the British Government | 


would not violate its pledges, took the | 


VOL. XCVII. 


[FouRTH SERIEs.] | 


were | 
England had | 
robbed Ireland by violation of the treaty | 


methods, but he lied. He said Ireland 
under the Union would not incur a 
greater annual expenditure than four 
and a half millions in time of war and 
two and a half millions in time of peace. 
What Ireland was paying towards the 
Boer war would make Castlereagh 
blush. Mr. Lecky had said the word 


2M 
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“honour” as applied to Castlereagh 
and Pitt had no meaning whatever. 
All the promises and assurances made 
by English statesmen both in Ireland 
and England at the time of the Union 
remained unfulfilled and had _ been 
directly contradicted by the present 
state of affairs. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer looked marvellously virtuous, 
and seemed astonished at his own 
moderation, when he said that Ireland 
would only be charged £400,000 for the 
Boer war. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : This year. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he under- | 


stood that, but it was a matter of princi- 
ple, and if the representatives of the 


Irish people were entrusted with the) 
control of the purse of Ireland, which | 


was opposed to the war, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would not have got 
for the Boer war 400,000 halfpence. 
The right hon. Gentleman also defended 
the introduction of the income tax into 
Ireland, and the equalisation of the 
spirit, tea, and tobacco duties. but he 
ought to remember that these taxes were 
resisted by two-thirds of the Irish Mem- 
bers. When Mr. Gladstone introduced 
the income tax in 1853 no fewer than 
seventy-four Members voted against it. 
He had endeavoured to get memoranda 
of British Ministers at the time of the 
Union, and he had discovered at least 
one extract which showed that the object 
of the Union was the robbery of Ireland. 
In 1800 a man named Cooke, who was 
employed to bribe the Irish Members 
and also sat for a pocket borough in the 
English House of Commons, presented 
to Lord Castlereagh a document which 


showed that the reason why the Union | 
should be carried out was that the great | 
and growing prosperity of the country | 


made the country dangerous to 
England. For a hundred years before 


the Union was carried, the Union was 
advocated in order to lighten 
burdens of England by throwing the 
taxes on the Irish people, and they had 
done it with a vengeance. This House 
and the country, so far as Ireland was 
concerned, were totally inaccessible to 
shame. Nothing was done for Ireland 
except as the result of agitation, and that 
became dangerous, and possibly mis- 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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chievous and injurious in its effects, 
The Union was a mere financial arrange- 
ment by which Ireland should be taxed, 
not fer her own benefit, but forthe benefit 
of England. It was to make Ireland 
subservient to the English people. They 
had succeeded, perhaps, for the moment. 
They tried the same thing in America, 
| but they did not succeed. They were 
| trying the same thing in South Africa, 
| but they had not succeeded yet. What- 
ever the future of Ireland might be, he 
| must say that he never, when he went 
|into the congested districts, saw a man 
| whose features bore the impress of 
poverty, hunger, and want without 
regarding him as the creature of British 
misrule. They had robbed in Ireland 
\in great style; the Union was one 
between the shark and its prey. These 
were the words of a great Member of 
Parliament and statesman, but they had 
all been swept away by the verdict of a 
superior person, who declared in an 
article that Ireland had no grievance at 
all. No doubt it was for that deliverance 
that this superior person had received his 
promotion, and was now Lord Milner. 
The fact was the Union was a fraud, and 
every shilling voted against the wish of 
the Irish Members was highway robbery. 











Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the 
debate showed that the attempt to prove 
that Ireland had no grievance was a 
failure. The Royal Commission, after 
hearing the evidence of expert witnesses 
representing the Treasury and British 
interests venerally, made a Report in 
1895, which no Government had sought 
to displace since. It was sometimes said 
that they ought not to attach undue 
importance to that Commission, because 
a certain number of the Commissioners 
were in favour of the Home Rule pro- 
posals of Mr. Gladstone. He contended 
‘that this very statement entitled the 
findings of the Commission to all the 
| greater respect. He said so because it 
was a Commission appointed ad rem, 
‘in order that the Home Rule proposals, 
'so far as finance was concerned, might 
be such as to command confidence, and 
| in order that Ireland, while contributing 
'a fair share of the Imperial expenditure, 
should not be asked to pay beyond her 
| means and capacity. In the matter of 
‘finance, the British Government had 
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not acted towards Ireland with any | 
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sense of fair play, or in accordance with | 


the pledges which were 


they stole the Irish Parliament. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon. Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark.) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. (Hastings) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt.Hon. Charles Seale- 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.\ Leeds 
Balfour, MajKR.(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, W.C. W,(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Ev elyn (Aston Manor) 


| Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 


given before 


AYES. 
Healy, Timothy Michasl 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon Charles H. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’ns’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accringt’n 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpeol) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 


NOES. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Charles Edward H. A. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hn. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Dewar, T’r Hamlets S. Geo. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 
| 224. (Division List No. 341.) 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(RoscommonN) 

O’ Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Rediy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond William (Clare) 

Rentoul, James Alexander 

Rigg, Richard 

Rog, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 

a Dr. KC(Monagh’nN 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

White,Patrick (Meath, North) 

W hitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 

Young, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THE AyYES.— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-L awrence, Sir Edw. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. Loy 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.LB(Cambs.) 


MEAT MARKING 


(IRELAND) 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 
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M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfrieshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Staly bridge) 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Col. Robert 


BILL. 


[Mr. Jesse Cotiines (Birmingham, Bor- 


desley) in the Chair.] 


Lorp HUGH CECIL 
moved to report progress. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked if the noble 
Lord was aware that the Bill was a Pro- 


tectionist Bill. 
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' Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


ULSTER CUSTOM BILL 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. FLAVIN objected. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) hoped 


that the hon. Member would allow the 


(Greenwich) 


through. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N,) asked if the 


noble Lord was aware that the Bill did 
not refer to the Hotel Cecil. 


Committee reported progress ; to sit 
again to-morrow. 


next. 


Bill to proceed. 


Mr. FLAVIN asked why the hon. 
Member did not use his influence with 
his colleagues to permit Irish Bills to go 


Second Reading deferred till Monday 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve of the clock. 
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allowed to proceed ; read, and agreed to. 


~ and returned to the Commons. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 


HEALTH BILL. 
Friday, 19th July, 1901. Reported from the Select Committee: 


with Amendments. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders | 
not complied with in respect of the 


BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


MOND GAS BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
| with Amendments. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Derby Corporation Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill | WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
CLYDE VALLEY EL ECTRICAL POWER 
LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW | 3IL 
WORKS) BILL. The King’s consent signified; and 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill | | Bills reported from the Select Committee 
reported with Amendments. | with Amendments. 


| 
| 
| 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN | pAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 

RAILWAY BILL. | ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1.}. 
LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [n.1.}. | A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
Reported with Amendments. _ | under the Private Legislation Procedure 
| (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Paisley 


| DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD | District Tramways ; was presented by the 


RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- | Lord Balfour ; wend 1“; to be printed ; 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. land to be read 2¢ on Friday next. 
Reported without amendment. | (No. 169.) 


WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAM- | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
WAYS BILL [H.1.]. | ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 


Read 3“, and passed, and sent to the | CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 


| 21st March last, ‘That no Provisional 
LONG EATON GAS BILL. | Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and | | House of Commons shall be read a second 


> Commons. | Moved, “ That the Order made on the 


* passed, and returned to the Commons. time after the 27th day of June next,’ be 


| dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. | read 2” ; agreed to; Billread 2¢ accord- 
Read 3%, with the Amendments; a| ingly, and committed ; the Committee to 


further amendment made; Bill passed, be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Perey Ore /LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
WISBECH WATER BIULL [H.1.]. PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons agreed; {oyse in Committee (according to 


F to, with Amendments; the said Amend- | | Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. ment ; ‘Standing Committee negatived ; 


1 Bill to be read 34 
TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD _ | 24 Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. | 
YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POW _ BILL. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Returned from the Commons with the 

Amendments agreed to. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY | Proposed amendment of the scheme 
BILL [H.L.]. relative to the efficiency of Volunteers 
Returned from the Commons agreed | under Order in Council dated 31st July, 
to. 1880, as amended by subsequent Orders. 


VOL. XCVII. [FourrH SERIEs.] 2N 
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Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (CONCENTRATION 
CAMPS). 

Return of numbers of persons in the 

Concentration Camps in South Africa, 


June, 1901. 


ARSENICAL POISONING 

COMMISSION). 

Report of the Commissioners appointed 

to inquire into the subject of poisoning 

by arsenic in beer and other articles of 
diet. 


(ROYAL 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2663. France (Réunion). 
No, 2664. Austria-Hungary, 
No. 2665. Netherlands (Java), 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS, 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT 
BILL [H.L.]}. 

A Bill to amend the law with refer- 
ence to internat onal arrangements for 
patents, was presented by the Earl of 
Dudley ; read 1%; and to be printed. 
(No. 168). 

SALMON FISHERIES 
BILL [u.1.]. 

*Tue Ear, or MAYO: My Lords, in 
accordance with the notice standing in 
my name, | rise to draw attention to the 
Report of the Irish Inland Fisheries 
Commission, and to present a Bill. | 
think I can justify my position with 
regard to this matter by saying at the 
outset that I am devoted to the gentle art. 
It was evident some years ago that the 
rivers of Ireland were gradually becoming 
depleted of salmon. A committee of the 
Irish Tourists’ Association considered the 
matter in 1896, and decided to send out 
a series of questions to gentlemen inte- 
rested in the different rivers in Ireland. 
I must draw your Lordships’ attention 
to the fact that, being a tourists’ asso- 
ciation, we were only able to deal with 
rod-fishing. The questions asked were: 
(1) Has the rod-fishing for salmon, sea 
trout, and brown trout deteriorated in 
your district ? (2) Has the net-fishing 


(IRELAND) 


{LORDS} 
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for salmon, sea trout, and brown trout 
deteriorated in your district.) Causes 
of deterioration (if any)? (4) Do the 
constabulary take any active part in 
enforcing the Fishery Laws? (5) Do 
the coastguard take any active part in 
enforcing these laws? And (6) what 
remedial measures should, in your 
opinion, be adopted in your district ? We 
received 103 answers to those queries, and 
a Report was drawn up which stated 
that— 


“‘ The deterioration in Irish angling has been 
most noticeable during the last ten or twelve 
years, in which space of time matters seem to 
have been going from bad to worse. The lakes 
and rivers, except in some few favoured dis. 
tricts,seem to be without supervision of any 
kind, at the mercy of poachers, whom the law 
seems unable to reach. In Ireland there are 
the most perfect natural salmon and trout 
rivers in the world; rivers whose upper waters 
offer the best possible spawning ground, and 
whose deeper and lower reaches afford every- 
thing necessary inthe way of suitable shelter 
and haunts for mature fish. The causes mili- 
tating against an adequate supply of fish are 
found to be poaching and the want of proper 
protection.” 


A quickening of the authorities took 
place after that, and in some cases, no 
doubt, the constabulary gaye assistance 
by stopping the poaching of salmon 
whilst the fish were spawning. About 
two years later it was suggested by Mr. 
Maguire, of the Board of Conservators of 
the Drogheda District, that a conference 
should be held of the different boards of 
conservators in Ireland. These boards 
met and sent delegates to a conference, at 
which most conflicting interests had to be 
dealt with—the interests of net men 
and rod men, and also the milling interest. 
The conference appointed committees to 
deal with certain points, and met again to 
receive the reports of the committees, 
and it was then decided to go in a deputa- 
tion to the Lord Lieutenant. The move- 
ment began in 1896, and the deputation 
to the Lord Lieutenant took place last 
year or the year before. I had the honour 
of being chairman at the conferences, and 
also spokesman of the deputation to the 
Lord Lieutenant. The result was, his 
Excellency appointed a Vice-regal Com- 
mission, the Report of which has been laid 
on the Table of both Houses. In Ireland 
we are most satisfied with the Report of 
that Commission, and I will read to your 
Lordships the names of the Commis 
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sioners. They were the Right Hon. 
Samuel Walker, Lord Justice of Appeal 
in Ireland (Chairman) ; Professor Daniel 
John Cunningham, M.D.,Trinity College, 
Dublin; Sir Thomas Esmonde, Bart., 
M.P.; Sir R. U. Penrose Fitagerald, 
Bart., M.P. ; the Rev. William Spotswood 
(ireen, M.A., one of H.M. Inspectors of 
Fisheries in Ireland ; Professor William 
Carmichael McIntosh, M.D., St. Andrews 
University ; and the Rt. Hon. O’Conor 
Don. In their Report the Commis- 
sioners stated that they received evidence 
as to all the principal rivers, estuaries, 
and fishing waters in Ireland, and also 
made personal inspections of the Shannon 
from Killaloe to Scattery Island, the 
Laune and Killarney Lakes, the Lee, the 
Blackwater down to Youghal, the Boyne, 
the Moy, the Sligo river, the Ballysadare, 
the Bush, the Bann, the Foyle, the 
Galway river, and the Slaney. They 
say— 

“We consider that the principle of preserving 
the supply of salmon and trout for the use of 
the public, and maintaining the benefits which, 
directly and indirectly, accrue to the country 
from the maintenance of a sufficient number 
of fish in the rivers, estuaries, and waters of 
Ireland, underlies the granting of the present 
Commission; and we have carefully kept this 
fact in view throughout our entire inquiry.” 
The former Irish Fisheries Commission 
was in 1837, and an Act was passed in 
1842, but after that things went from 
bad to worse. Then we had a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons in 1863. 
This led to the passing of a most impor- 
tant Act, which swept away a number of 
those engines and machines that im- 
peded the salmon from ascending the 
There important — legislation 
stopped, but we hope to get further legis- 
lation as the result of this Commission. 
One of my reasons for bringing this 
Report before your Lordships is the state- 
ment of the Commissioners with regard 
to salmon and trout being valuable food. 
I should like to see this haryest of our 
inland fisheries sold at 6d. per lb. in the 
marketsof the United Kingdom, and there 
is no reason why, with proper regulation 
and due regard to all the interests in- 
volved, this should not become a fact. 
After the Report of the Commission was 
laid on the Table of both Houses the con- 
ference of delegates from the different 
boards of conservators met again, and 
that meeting was better attended than 


rivers. 
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the previous ones, sixteen out of th® 
'twenty-four boards being represented. 
The Report was fully discussed, and 
although all the boards did not send dele- 
gates there was no hostile feeling shown, 
and nothing adverse appeared in the 
Irish press. I will deal, firstly, with the 
recommendations of the Commission. It 
was found undesirable to introduce in the 
Bill, which I hope to present to your 
Lordships’ House when I conclude my 
remarks, provisions dealing with the 
constabulary, which are under the Irish 
Executive. The Commission in their 
Report say— 

“ We are strongly of opinion that the public 
interest makes it desirable that it should be 
made part of the duty of the constabulary to 
assist in the protection of salmon and trout 
during the spawning season and on the spawn- 
ing beds.” 


That is all we can hope that the con- 
stabulary will do for the present. I 
will only quote the evidence of one 
witness out of the many who were 
examined by the Commission. Lord 
Morris, whom we hope soon to see back 
in his place, said— 


‘*T want to state, after long experience, not 
indeed in a fishing way, but I went fifty-three 
circuits through [reland as judge, and in my 
opinion there will never be anything practical 
in the way of putting down poaching unless 
the constabulary are to do it. Ilook upon 
everything else as the merest palliative—utterly 
useless unless the police are authorised and 
empowered to put it down. It is illegal under 
various statutes. Why should not the police 
put down what is illegal, as they do illicit 
whisky ? Therefore I have no 
belief in anything unless the police are to be 
employed to put down poaching.” 


The questicn was asked— 

“That would be on the spawning beds ¢” 
and Lord Morris’s reply was— 

‘* Of course, during the illegal time.” 


He was next asked— 

“They are no man’s property, then?” 
and his reply was— 

“They are no man’s property; they are not 
mine. I could not meddle with the fish myself. 
And why is it supposed to be the duty of the 
owner of the fisheries to put down an illegality 
at the time that he has no control over it, no 
more than any other member of society? 
Therefore, I think it is entirely a police duty. 
I cannot understand some suggestions I saw 
about taking the police out of their proper 
sphere, and all that sort of thing. What is 


their proper sphere but to assert the law? 


| This is a breach of the law.” 


2N2 





963 Sulmon Fisheries 
T trust I have made it clear that what we 
hope will be done is to protect the fish 
on the spawning beds. The coastguard 
question is a very difficult one to deal 
with, because, broadly speaking, the 
attitude of the Admiralty is unfavourable. 
The Commissioners say— 

“We are unable to see why the powers: 
given by the law to the coastguard, should not 
be carried out, and we are of opinion that the 
interests of the public in the fisheries render it 
most desirable that the restrictions imposed by 
the authorities at the Admiralty should be 
removed and the coastguard authorised to 
assist in the enforcement of the close seasons.’, 


At one time gunboats did seize nets, 
but when the bad times came in Ireland 


it was thought advisable that there 
should not be collisions between our 


bluejackets and the people on the coast, 
and since then no action has been taken 
by the coastguard. The recommenda- 
tions of the Commissions with regard 
to hatcheries have not been embodied 
in the Bill, because it was felt that our 
new Department were dealing with the 
matter and that they should havea 
fair trial. The Commissioners state that 
the establishment and maintenance 
ot hatcheries formed a question so im- 
portant that a very considerable portion 
ot the evidence submitted to them was 
naturally devoted to that subject. 1 
wish to draw attention to the effect of 
hatcheries on the Atlantic seaboard of 
America. The evidence was that on the 
Atlantic seaboard of America salmon, 
after having been practically extermi- 
nated by poaching and other causes, 
were reintroduced by the artificial 
hatching of eggs obtained from Canada. 
Evidence of a similar nature, although 
not so striking, was forthcoming from 
other countries. The Commissioners 
recommend that a central hatchery 
should be established in each province 
ot Ireland, which should be erected, 
fitted up,and maintained out of funds 
under the control of the fishery authority, 
and be directly under the supervision 
of the Department, and that the capture 


and sale of salmon and fry, in connection | 


with artificial propagation, should be 
made lawful. Since this report Mr. S. 
Jaffe. of Osnabriick, in a letter in the 
Field of July 6th of this year on the 
success of the salmon hatcheries in the 
River Weser, where natural spawning 
has practically ceased since 1892, gave 


The Earl of Mayo. 
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the following statistics, which are founded 
on the number of fish caught in the third, 
fourth, and fifth years after the fry 
were planted in the river— : 








Salmon 
returned Percentage 
Fry and were of salmon 
planted. caught in Caught. returned to 
| 1892. 1895. 1896. Total. fry planted. 
1,411,250. .2,556.. --2,060..7,820.. over 54 per 1000.* 
1893. 1895 ss 1897. 
| 1,085,850... 6 659..2,198..under 3 per 1000.t 
1894. 1896. 1897. 1898. 
1,264,200. 1,384, .1,538..1,046..3,968.. over 3 per 1000.8 
1895. 1897. 1898. 1899. 


1,263,000. .1,166..1,918.. 919..4,003.. over 3 per 1000.° 

* Being 5,547 salmon per million fry planted. + Being 
2,945 salmon per million fry planted. { Being 3,138 
salmon per million fry planted. § Being {3,169 salmon 
per million fry planted. 

The proportion of about three per 1,000 of 
returning salmon to fry planted, that is to say, 
three adult salmon returning to every 1,000 
fry planted artificially, may appear small at 
first sight. Considering, however, that the 
cost of 1,000 fry planted on the Weser does not 
exceed 7s. 6d., for which we get three salmon 
of an average of 12]b. each back, we get a very 
fair return for our money on a river on which 
we now depend wholly on artificial planting 
for our catch. 


'Mr. Jaffé concluded by saying that he 
thinks these percentages will become 
considerably higher owing to new and 
improved means of planting the fry. All 
this has come as a shock to those who 
have attempted to minimise the im- 


portance of hatcheries, and is most 
interesting. 
| As to the scientific investigations 


recommended by the Commission, | 
may say that the new Department have 
taken the matter in hand, and are 
commencing, or have commenced, work. 
The Commission also recommended that 
a fishery board should be constructed. 
With regard to that there was a difference 
of opinion at our conference, but | 
stopped discussion on the matter by 
pointing out that we should give our new 
Department a fair chance. I said | 
thought it better that the new Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, which had appointed a 
Fishery Committee, should for the 
present deal with the matter. I think I 
have said enough with regard to the 
matters recommended by the Irish 
Inland Fisheries Commission. You will 
have seen how, step by step, since 1890, 
those interested in the matter have done 
everything in their power to obtain 
‘this Commission, and I think you 
will allow that we have done our duty 
‘in the matter. Conflicting interests 
| 
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have been reconciled. Nearly all the | 
members of our conference were wit- 
nesses before the Commission, and now 
we trust that His Majesty’s Government, | 
as represented by the Irish Executive, 
will take measures which will lead to the 
improvement of our inland fisheries. 
There is one form of poaching peculiar 
to Ireland—namely, the poisoning of the 
rivers in Kerry by means of a plant 
commonly called spurge, of which the 
botanical name is Euphorbia Hibernica. 
I now beg to present my Bill, which is 
entitled Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Bill, 
and embodies two principles—the free 
passage of the fish and the protection 
and enforcement of the law. 


Bill to amend the laws relating to the 
salmon fisheries of Ireland, presented 
by the Earl of Mayo. 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 14.— 
(The Earl of Mayo.) 


THe Ear, o—r DENBIGH : My Lords, 
I do not know whether any remarks 
from me are called for, because it is not 
possible to say anything with regard toa 
Bill we have not seen. But I can promise 
my noble friend that his Bill will be re- 
garded with great interest and attention, 
and although, of course, it is impossible 
tocarry out anything in the way of legis- 
lation this year, it is very likely that some 
provisions of this Bill may afford a prac- 
tical basis for useful legislation after- 
wards. The recommendations of the 
Commission may be divided into two 
¢lasses—those which require legisla- 
tion, and those which do not. The 
noble Lord has touched upon one 
or two of the recommendations which 
he said could be carried out by the 
Executive without legislation, and I 
think I shall be able to show your 
Lordships that the matter is not being 
allowed to sleep. With regard to the 
question of hatcheries, the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
began last year a system of developing 
hatcheries, offering the owners of 
hatcheries £25 for every 100,000 fry 
turned out over the output of the year 
before. Four hundred and twenty-four 


thousand beyond their average output 
were turned out by five hatcheries. 
This system has worked very well, and 
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will be repeated. In addition to this the 
Department have issued to boards of 


| conservators and others a scheme for the 


establishment of new hatcheries and the 
further development of existing ones, 
although on somewhat different lines 
from those of the plan suggested by the 
Commission. It was also in the interest 
of the salmon fisheries that the Depart- 
ment entered an opposition this year 
before Parliament to the Shannon Water 
and Electric Power Bill, on the ground of 
the injury the scheme was calculated 
to do to the spawning beds, and they only 
withdrew their opposition on terms 
which they believed would adequately 
protect the interests of salmon fisheries. 
These included the contribution of £2,500 
by the company towards the construction 
of a special hatchway. Scientific investi- 
gation into the life history of salmon is 
being undertaken almost precisely on the 
lines recommended by the Commission. 
As to the protection that the constabu- 
lary can give, and the suppression of 
poaching, the Department have entered 
into communication with the Inspector- 
General of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
on the subject of the co-operation of the 
constabulary, and the result has been 
the issue of a circular to the men of the 
constabulary. I hope these statements 
will be satisfactory to the noble Lord, 
who may rest assured that the Govern- 
ment will do all they can to promote this 
question. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 1¢ accordingly ; and to be 
printed. (No. 170.) 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [u.1.]. 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): I rise, my Lords, to present a 
Bill drawn up in pursuance of a Report 
made a short time ago by a Committee of 
this House upon the Royal Declaration 
required to be made on the accession of 
the Sovereign. The Billis almost exactly 
in the terms of the Report ; there are 
only two slight modifications. During 
the debate in the House a few days ago 
it was noticed by some of the Roman 
Catholic peers that the words “ adoration 
were not in their 
view theologically correct, and it was 


> 











967 


evidently felt to be a matter of some 
importance that these words should be 
corrected. I can only say that the fault 
isnotours ; itisthe fault of our ancestors 
in the time of Charles II., who drew up 
the Declaration in this form. I should 
have thought myself that, if they knew 
anything, they knew something of 
mariolatry. 


Royal Declaration 


Lorp CLIFFORD or CHUDLEIGH : 


Titus Oates ? 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Titus Oates was not in Parliament. I 
do not know how they came to make so 
great a blunder. However, what we 
have done is to leave out the words to 
which the Roman Catholic peers objected. 
Then there was another objection taken 
—that, on account of the vague gram- 
matical structure of the sentences, we 


had used language which, as was 
observed in the course of our recent 


debate, would make it possible for the 
Pope himself to make the Declaration. 
I always thought myself that this was a 
somewhat hypercritical mode of con- 
struing the Declaration ; but, however, 
when the blot was pointed out it became 
necessary to remove it, and we have 
added the words “in which I believe ”’ 
after the words “are contrary to the 
Protestant religion,” making clear the 
declaration of his belief on the part of 


the Sovereign making the Declaration. | 


I do not see that this was a very neces- 
sary change, but still notice having 
been taken of the blot, it is right to make 
the correction. These are the only 
changes we have made, though, as your 
Lordships are aware, other changes 
have been asked for. There are some 
peers who have asked for the abolition 
of the Declaration altogether. To that 
I can only say that it is not a matter 
worth discussing at this moment, but 
so far as His Majesty’s Government are 
concerned, and I believe a very great 
majority in both Houses of Parliament 
are concerned, there would be strenuous 
opposition to the abolition of this time- 
honoured Declaration. A further ques- 
tion, which I admit is not nearly so 
important, is whether the mode of 
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terms. As to that I believe, and I have 
| only learned it lately, some of the Roman 
Catholic peers think it would be more 
| satisfactory if there were no Declaration 
(of the kind, but simply a repudiation of 
| Roman Catholic adhesion on the part of 
|the Sovereign. My Lords, I will only 
say about that that I am not quite sure 
| that the precise set of motives and con- 
siderations which have guided Roman 
‘Catholic peers in their observations 
expressing their desire may not operate 
‘in a precisely inverse fashion upon the 
minds of Protestants in this and in the 
other House of Parliament. Until I 
hear the matter discussed I will not 
express an opinion on the point. I am 
' bound to take the form of the Declaration 
as it has come down to us, with the 
correction of what were obvious defects, 
and I think it would be wiser to make 
as few changes as possible. Upon that, 
however, when we arrive at future stages 
of the Bill we shall be able to ascertain 
more clearly the opinion of the House. 
I beg to move that the Bill be read a 
first time. 


Bill to modify the Declaration required 
by the Bill of Rights to be made by the 
Sovereign, presented by the Lord Privy 
Seal (.M. Salisbury). 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 14— 
(The Marquess of Salisbury ) 


Lorp HERRIES, who had given notice 
to ask His Majesty’s Government what 
course they proposed to pursue in con- 
sequence of the Report of the Committee 
appointed to consider the Declaration 
ot the Sovereign against Transubstantia- 
tion, said: The noble Marquess the Prime 
Minister has anticipated the question 
I intended putting to him. I am glad 
the Bill has been brought forward, and 
that the Government are going to modify 
the Declaration. When the Report 
of the Committee was discussed on a 
former occasion the Government inti- 
mated that they would be prepared to 
consider any Amendments that might be 
brought forward. I think it would be 
/more proper that these Amendments 
should be considered at a later stage of 


the Bill. 


expressing the King’s refusal to be | 


bound by the Roman Catholic religion 
is made in the most suitable and felicitous 


The Muar uess of Salisbury, 


| *Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I agree 


| with the noble Marquess that the Second 
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Reading is the proper time for discussion. | 
But, as my position was somewhat 
different from that of the other Members | 
of the Committee, I should like to say 
two or three words. I rejoice that His | 
Majesty's Government have thought it 
right to introduce a Bill on this matter, 
and I am also glad to hear that the altera- 
tions have been made to which the noble 
Marquess referred. I deprecate any 
attempt to materially alter the form of 
the Declaration. On the Committee I did 
not entirely agree with the form, and I 
had considerable sympathy with those 
who desired to exclude all references to 
doctrine ; but, considering the very strong 
feeling which exists in the country in| 
favour of maintaining the ancient Declara- 
tion to secure that it shall always be a 
Protestant on the Throne of England, 
I came to the conclusion that it was im- 
possible to alter its form beyond that 
recommended by the Committee. I 
trust that, when the discussion comes 
on, material alterations will not be | 
pressed, and that we shall be content 
with the old Declaration as amended by 
the omission of the strong expressions 
which to my mind were justly offensive 
to Roman Catholies. 

Lorp CLIFFORD or CHUDLEIGH : | 


Can the noble Marquess tell us when 
the Second Reading will be taken ? 


THe Marevess or SALISBURY: 
I propose to ask the House to take it on | 
Tuesday. 





Tue Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF YORK: My 
Lords, I think that would be allowing 
a very short interval for the consideration 
of a question upon which the people of 
England have not yet made up their 
minds. The House should not proceed 
hastily, nor is there need, for the reigning 
Sovereign has already made the De- 
claration. Recalling the circumstances | 
of the discussion a short time ago, I 
hardly think we shall be in a position to | 


come to a wise decision on this important | 
question. I would be thankful if the) 
decision could be postponed to next 
Many peers}are now away from | 
town, and will be unable to return to the 
House by Tuesday. Delay would be an 


advantage. 


sesslon. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I hope the | 


Government will not yield to the appeal | 
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| of delay. 
| the House for a month or six weeks, and 





Deck Loads. 970 


of the right rev. Prelate. If we are to 


| deal with this subject at all we should 


deal with it at once. The session is 


already far advanced, and if we were to 


postpone the consideration of the matter 


|for some weeks it would mean its post- 


ponement till next year. I hope the 
noble Marquess will adhere to his decision 
to take the Second Reading on Tuesday 
next. 


THE Marovess or SALISBURY: I 
am bound to say I do not think there is 
much foundation in this case for a plea 
We have had this matter before 


it has been perfectly well known what 
the points at issue would be. Roman 
Catholic peers have been urging us to 
deal with the matter for some weeks past, 


}and obviously you cannot delay the Bill 


now without putting it off to next year. 
It is a subject of a disturbing and ex- 
citing character, and should not be left 
over for an unnecessarily long period. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 1¢ accordingly ; to be printed; 


| and to be read 2 on Tuesday next. (No. 

| 171.) 

UNSEAWORTHY SHIPS—DECK LOADS. 
Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, [ 


beg to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether at the recent Board of Trade 
inquiries into the loss of the ss. ‘* Mobile,” 
with all hands, and the casualty to the 
ss. ‘‘ Huddersfield ’’ with loss of life, it 
was found that, owing to their carrying 
deck loads in the winter time in the 
North Atlantic, both vessels were sent 
to sea in an unseaworthy condition : 
whether this is an infringement of 
Section 457 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act regarding the sending to sea of un- 


‘seaworthy ships, and whether it is the 


intention of the Board of Trade to take 


| prompt action thereupon for the purpose 


of preventing such needless sacrifice of 
life in the future. To previous questions 


/on the subject of unseaworthy ships the 


reply has been that the Board of Trade 


| has no jurisdiction over any vessels sailing 


from ports outside the United Kingdom 
to other foreign ports. This is a curious 
decision in view of the fact that when a 
British vessel is lost the Board of Trade 
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hold an inquiry, and decide what, in| by the court of inquiry to blame, but 


their opinion, was the cause ; and should | 


| life. 


the captain survive, he is tried at the same 
time, and his certificate suspended if it is 
ascertained that the vessel went to sea 
in an unseaworthy condition. Under 
the Merchant Shipping Act the Board of 
Trade have jurisdiction over every ship 
sent to sea in an unseaworthy condition, 
and I fail to find any provision that the 
vessel must sail from or arrive at a port 
in the United Kingdom. A master of a 
British ship is supposed to have discre- 
tionary powers as to whether or not 
his ship is so loaded as to be unseaworthy ; 
but, as a matter of fact, he has not, 
because if he refused to take her he 
would probably be told that his services 
were no longer required. This is a 
matter in which some action by the Board 
of Trade is very much needed. 


THe SECRETARY to toe BOARD 
or TRADE (The Earl of DvwpLey): 
My Lords, I am afraid the Board of 
Trade are unable to take any action in 
the cases mentioned. The vessels went 
to sea in an unseaworthy state; one 
foundered, and the other was caught 
in a gale of wind, and loss of life was 
sustained. These matters are governed 
by two sections of the Merchant Shipping 
Act of 1894. Section 451 deals with 
the question of deck cargo, and it was 
with reference to that section that I 
gave the answer to my noble friend 
the other day that the Board of Trade 
had no jurisdiction in the matter. That 
section lays down that where a vessel 
leaves a port abroad for a port in this 
country with a deck cargo over a certain 
height she can be detained on her 
arrival here. But it is obvious that if the 
vessel does not come to a port in the 
United Kingdom she does not come 
under the jurisdiction of the Board of 
Trade. Section 457 does undoubtedly 
give to us the power to prosecute, on 
sufficient evidence, any owner or master 
who sends his vessel to sea in an unsea- 
worthy condition. In the case of the 
““Mobile”’ the vessel was lost with all 
hands. We are, therefore, obviously un- 
able to proceed against anybody. There is 
no evidence to show that the owner in 
that case is in any way responsible for 
the vessel going to sea in an unseaworthy 
condition. 


Lord Muskerry, 


The master has been held | 


the master has, unfortunately, lost his 
In the case of the “ Hudders- 
field” the court of inquiry found that, 
although the ship was undoubtedly 
unseaworthy, the master was not to 
blame. They found it to be an error of 
judgment, and we are advised by our 
legal advisers that, that finding having 
been arrived at, it is impossible to prose- 
cute the master with any hope of a 
conviction. For these reasons, there- 
fore, we do not propose to initiate any 
action against the master or the owner 
of that vessel. I agree that there may 
be cases in which an understanding has 
been arrived at between the owner and 
the master of a vessel practically to 
evade the law, but my noble friend 
knows perfectly well that it is extremely 
difficult to bring home a charge of that 
character, and I am afraid that in that 
respect the section is of but little value. 


MERCANTILE MARINE (BOARD OF 
TRADE SURVEYING STAFF). 
Return respecting ; laid before the 
House pursuant to Order of the 18th 
of June last, and to be printed. (No. 
172.) 

House adjourned at twenty 
minutes past Five of the clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter be- 
fore Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 19th July, 1901. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


HENDON TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. 
(BY ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) moved that 
the Bill be read a second time this day 
three months. It was, he explained, 
promoted by a syndicate with an Ameri- 
can millionaire at its head, which had 
for its object the capture of all locomo- 
tion in London. The present scheme 
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973 Glasgow Corporation 
was a proposal for a tram with overhead 
wires running from Hendon to London, 
and a petition had been presented against 
it by a number of residents in the district 
whose frontages were affected by it, and 
who, under it, were to get no compensa- 
tion for the severance of their lands. 
This was an invasion of private rights 


never before attempted in a private Bill | 


in this House, and for it they were in- 
debted to the American millionaire, Mr. 
Yerkes. The people who objected to 


the Bill would not object to a tube rail- | 


way, but they did protest against having 
a tram running along a very narrow 
road with overhead wires so close to 
their houses. Serious accidents had 
occurred therefrom in Dublin and in 
Liverpool, and at the latter place thirty 
people had been injured. 
thought the promoters of the Bill ought 
to give them some reasonable guarantees 


that the local residents should not suffer | 


unnecessary hardships by reason of the 


promotion of the Bill, and that the 


American principle of taking other 


people’s property without paying its, 


full value should not be introduced in a 
private Bill in this House. He warned 


the promoters that the Bill would be | 


strongly opposed before the Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Tully). 


(Juestion proposed, “‘ That the word 
“now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that it was his duty officially and 
formally to move these Bills. The pro- 
moters usually got some member of the | 
House to represent their views, and in 
this case he understood the hon. Member 
for the Seotland Division of Liverpool | 
occupied that position. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, | 
Scotland) denied that he had any re-| 
sponsibility for the Bill. He had heard | 
it suggested that the tramways would 
seriously interfere with the business | 
prospects of an excellent firm of Irishmen | 
who ran a line of ‘buses, and that appealed | 
to the sympathetic side of his nature. | 
But, on the other hand, he was told that | 
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Now, he | 


| a profit out of the rates. 


Provisional Order Bill. 


|the people of Hendon, through their 
‘local representative, stated that they 
| were extremely anxious to be brought 
‘into closer and cheaper connection with 
‘the rest of London, and for that reason 
| he was afraid he would have to abandon 
| the cause of his countrymen and support 
| that of the Hendon people. 


974 


*Sm E. DURNING - LAWRENCE 
(Cornwall, Truro) pointed out that these 
‘trams would afford facilities for working 
men to live at Hendon and to go to their 
work in other parts, and would thus 
| supply a long-felt want. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked for 


/an assurance that the Bill would go 


before a Committee upstairs, where these 
questions could be threshed out. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is a petition 
against it, and so it will go before a 
Committee upstairs in ordinary course. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 

[UNDER SECTION 9, SUB-SECTION (4) OF THE 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1899.] (BY ORDER.) 

Order for consideration, read. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said that the object of his 
Amendment was to make it clear that 
the corporation should not derive from 
the rates to be levied by the county 
council anything more than would en- 
able them to carry out the purification of 
the sewage works, and should not make 
It could not be 
too clearly understood that in the Amend- 
ment there was no interference with the 
principle of the Bill before the House. 
He ventured to think that no one on 


| behalf of the Corporation of Glasgow 


would put forward the claim that the 
city of Glasgow had any right to make a 
profit out of the arrangement into which 
it had entered. All that the Amend- 


ment sought was to make it clear that 











975 Glasaow Corporation 
its outlay without making any profit. | 
The Order dealt with the police adminis- 
tration of Glasgow, and incidentally it 
affected a very considerable and very 
important district, 
Lanark, and it was proposed that the city 
should have power to levy a rate upon 
this particular district—a rate which was 
designed avowedly to defray the cost of 
purifying the sewage. It ought to be 
borne in mind that this particular district 
had since 1891 been entitled to discharge 
its sewage free of cost into the sewers of 
Glasgow. It possessed this right, and 
had always exercised it, in virtue of the 
agreement made between the county 
council of Lanark and the city of Glasgow 
in 1891. That agreement had the sanc- 
tion of Parliament, and had always been 
accepted by both parties as a binding 
agreement, and it was now for the first 
time in this Order that the agreement was 
abandoned and abrogated and made void. 
He hardly recognised the circumstances 
in which this abrogation of the agree- 
ment took place. At the time of the 
agreement the question of the purifica- 
tion of the sewage, which had become so 
important lately, had not emerged into 
‘the prominence it now had. What he 
said was that when there was a part of the 
transaction which it was desired to make 
void, care ought to be taken that the city 
of Glasgow ought not to make any profit 
out of the transaction, and that, on the 
other hand, the party that desired to 
abide by the original agreement should 
not have inflicted on it any hardship, or 
injustice. Was there to be an 
absolute discretion left to the city of 
Glasgow to impose a rate upon the county 
without any limit? He suggested that 
the just and equitable course was to limit 
the amount of the rate, and to provide 
that the amount should not exceed that 
which it had cost the city of Glasgow to 
carry out the work. It was said that 
other districts had been treated in pre- 
cisely the same manner that it was pro- 
posed to treat this district, but that was 
an entire misapprehension. The Order 
was establishing a new platform in the 
matter, and it was setting a new prece- 
dent which would put all counties in the 
future in a much worse position for 
dealing with the city of Glasgow than 
they had been in the past. 


Mr. Charles Douglas. 


loss, or 
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the city of Glasgow was to be repaid for | 


| ‘rate,’ 


the lower ward of | 








Provisional Order Bill, 


Amendment proposed— 
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“In Schedule, page 6, line 32 2, after the word 
to insert the words ‘but subject as 
aforesaid).’’”’—(Mr. Charles Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CAMERON CORBETT (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) said if these local commissions 
were to do their work well, this House 
must support them in their work. It was 
absolutely impossible that they would get 
the sort of Members of Parliament they 
wanted to serve on these commissions if 
they were to be told that after they had 
carefully examined the brought 
before them their decisions were to be set 
aside by discussions in this House. The 
present proposal amounted to this—that 
after a very complicated arrangement 
had been made by a Commission sitting 
on the spot, they were to raise the whole 
matter and settle all these financial 
matters by discussions in that House. 
He hoped the House would not merely 
reject the Amendment of the hon. 
Member opposite, but would reject it in 
such a definite and declared way that they 
would not have any proposal of the kind 


cases 


brought forward in the future. He 
trusted, for the sake of these local in- 


quiries, which had done a great deal of 
good, and which had great possibilities 
for the future, that the House would 
decidedly reject the absurd proposal ot 
the hon. Member opposite. 


*Sir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk) said that as a member of the 
Commission the House might expect him 
to say a few words. The provisional 
order was one of a comprehensive nature, 
dealing with sanitation, purification, 
lighting, and other matters. ‘The cor- 
poration of Glasgow proposed under the 
Provisional Order to take in a certain 
area of the county of Lanark for the 
purpose of drainage. In the territory 
proposed to ve taken in, 2 considerable 
portion of it had no drains at all; 
another portion of it bad drains. The 
Commission ascertained that the part 
which was not drained would not be- 
come a drainage area for a consider- 
able number of years. They therefore 
decided that that part of the area 
| should be excluded, but they did con- 
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sent to the part which was drained 
being annexed. The county council of 
lanark then urged that the portion 
which was drained should be treated in 
exactly the same way as the neighbouring 
district of Rutherglen was treated— 
namely, that they should get compensa- 
tion for their sewers in the annexed area. 
The Commission found that in the case 
of Rutherglen a very complete system of 
drainage existed, while in this annexed 
area the sewage arrangements were very 
defective and quite unfit to be used as 
intercepting sewers. They therefore 
decided that this area had not the same 
claim for compensation which the burgh 
of Rutherglen had. When the original 
arrangement was made to take the 
sewage from certain parts of the lower 
ward of Lanarkshire into the Glasgow 
sewers many years ago, there was no 
question at that time of a purification 
scheme. 
mined upon. The Commission considered 
that, as they were going to get rid of all 
their sewage, and so relieve themselves of 
the necessity of carrying out their own 
purification works, they were justly en- 
titled to contribute to the cost. The 
Commission found the preamble of the 
Bill. as regards the sewage clauses, proved 
subject to the exclusion of the area that 
was not drained. When the Commission 
finished consideration of the case, they 
had reason to believe that the parties were 
well satisfied with the arrangement, and 
it was left to counsel on both sides to 
adjust the clauses. The Commission gave 
the most careful consideration to the 
whole case, and they thought that the 
judgment they arrived at was a just and 
equitable one. If he had to hear the 
whole evidence again, he must say he 
could not honestly come to any other 
decision. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said the whole facts of 
this case had been thoroughly gone into 
by an impartial tribunal, and now they 
were being asked to override the decision 
which had been arrived at by the local 
committee. A similar motion to this 
was made by the hon. Member for 
Partick in relation to another Bill not 
long ago, and in that case the decision of 
the local committee was allowed to stand. 
In the case before the House the measure 


| 
' 


{19 JuLy 1901} 


|had gone before the House of Lords, 


That was subsequently deter-' 
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and they had decided in favour of the 
local eommittee. The action of some 
of the hon. Members for Scotland upon 
this Bill appeared to him to be almost 
like log-rolling. He hoped the House 
would show its good sense by refusing 
to undo the good work which these 
provisional committees were doing in 
Scotland. 


*Mr. HOZIER (Lanarkshire, 8.) said 
this measure would do a great injustice 
to a portion of the county which 
he represented, although the district 
affected was outside his own constituency. 
The hon. Member for Clackmannan 
admitted that he knew nothing about the 
circumstances of this case, and perhaps 
it would have been better if he had 
made himself acquainted with them 
before intervening in the debate. Four 
of his (Mr. Hozier’s) best personal 
friends formed the Commission, but he 
did not think that even his best personal 
friends were necessarily infallible. If the 
county of Lanark were wrong in the 
course they had taken they were wrong 
in conjunction with his right hon. friend 
the Lord Advocate and the Secretary for 
Scotland as to the practically automatic 
right toan appeal. Soimpressed were the 
representatives of the county of Lanark 
with these opinions that they did not go 
into the question of the adjustment of 
clauses at all, being certain that there 
would be an appeal. The result was 
that Glasgow got more than she expected, 
and he did not know why the finding ot 
a committee sitting in Glasgow should 
be considered as a sort of law of the 
Medes and the Persians which could not 
be altered at all. Lanarkshire was 
strongly in favour of the purification of 
the Clyde, and the people of the county 
were willing to pay their fair share, but 
they objected to be made a_ source of 
profit to Glasgow, and they did not 
see why the rural districts quite irre- 
spectively of their own requirements 
should be rated at the same_ rate 
as Glasgow for this purpose. It was 
all very well to say that the rate was 
restricted to 4d. in the £, but Glasgow 
would profit to a much larger extent than 
the rural districts, which, although they 
were asked to contribute the same rate, 
would get no representation whatever 

















979 Glasgow Corporation {COMMONS} Provisional Order Bill. 980 
on the distributing body. Moreover, would tend to relieve the ratepayers of the 


the limit of 4d. was only to last for seyen 
years, which was no boon at all, as the 
works would not be finished within that 
time. Let them consider the case 
of the river Thames. He was 
sure that the Thames required purifi- 
«ation just as much as the Clyde, 
but in their very wildest moments hon. 
Members would never suggest that 
Maidenhead and Windsor should be rated 
pari passu with London for the purifica- 
tion of the Thames. And yet that was 
what was suggested for the county of 
Lanark. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) reminded 
the Committee that the House of Lords 
rejected a motion to send this Bill to a 
Joint Committee of the two Houses, 
and now what did the hon. Member 
opposite propose to do? He proposed, 
after the motion had been lost in the 
House of Lords, and not being competent 
under the statute, that they were to 
discuss the whole thing upon considera- 
tion. Surely it never was meant that 
the consideration stage should be used 
in that way. The decision contained 
in the Bill might be absolutely right or 
it might not. The Committee were 
asked to do a great deal by Glasgow on 
the one side and by Lanarkshire on the 
other, and they decided upon the course 
suggested as a just solution of the diffi- 
culty. He hoped the House was not 
going to adopt the bad precedent of in- 
quiring into the details of this class of 
legislation. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 
said that under the present proposals the 
city of Glasgow desired to throw over a 
former agreement with the lower ward of 
Lanarkshire in regard to sewage. What 
he asked was that this district of the 
lower ward of Lanarkshire should not be 
unfairly assessed in regard to purification 
schemes which Glasgow might enter 


city of Glasgow of their proper obligations 
in this matter. If the suggestion of his 
hon. friend opposite was adopted no 
injustice would be done to the city of 
Glasgow, and those in the district affected 
would be prepared to contribute their full 
share of the additional cost in regard 
to all the purification schemes which 
Glasgow might propose. The sugges- 
tion of the hon. Member for Tradeston, 
that a clause had been arranged giving a 
reduced rate to the counties, was an 
illusory one, because the rate of 4d. was 
only for seven years, during which time 
the sewage scheme of Glasgow was not 
likely to be completed. When the 
sewage works did come into operation 
the rate upon the lower ward rate- 
payers would immediately be raised to 
that of Glasgow—6d. per £—and that 
would undoubtedly for so small an area 
be more than was required in equity. 
He had confidence in supporting the 
Amendment. It was on a matter of 
equity that they came before the House 
representing the county council of 
Lanarkshire. They only asked that 
fair play should be given to the district 
in the decision come to. 





Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) said that gentlemen who 
took upon themselves to raise such points 
as were now under consideration must 
prove that their case was not frivolous. 
The point now before the House was a 
frivolous, even a contemptible. attempt 
to reverse the decision arrived at. What 
was asked was both impossible and im- 
proper. If the gentlemen representing 
local districts were to be relieved from 
the necessity of preparing costly schemes 
of their own, and if the ratepayers in 
outlying localities were to be charged 
no more than those inside Glasgow, he 
thought they were mighty well off. 


Question put. 


upon. Whatever contribution Lanark-. The House divided :—Ayes, 47 ; Noes, 
shire made, it ought not to be such as 233. (Division List No. 342.) 
AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Balcarres, Lord 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Mr. Hozier. 


Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Buxton ‘Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


| Chiplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colville, John 

| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dunn, Sir William 
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Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords,N.W.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kemp, George 
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Abraham, William \(Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Boland, John 

Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasg’w 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles) 
Davies, Alfred (Carma: then) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh.) 
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Kimber, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Macartney,Rt.Hn.W.G. Ellison | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 


| Milton, Viscount 


More, Robt. Jasp. (Shropshire) 
Morton, ArthurH.A. (Deptford 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
NOES. 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo | 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, SirJoseph Cockfield | 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 


' Dorington, Sir John Edward | 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duffy, William J. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


, Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
lfrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn,James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ ml’ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edmunds 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


' Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
' Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E) 


Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 


| Howard,John(Kent,Favers’m) 


Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael . 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn.SirU | 
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Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset ) 
Strachey, Edward 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton. 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Mr. 
Charles Douglas and Mr. 
Hozier. 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir J. George Smytle 
Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long,Col.CharlesW., Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hon..James Kent) 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

Mae Neill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Cann, James 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 

Murray Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate. Francis Alexander 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South): 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Briea, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M id 
O’Brien, Patrick ( Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington. 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratclit?, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley.S.F orde(BethnailGreen) 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
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Russell, T. W. 


Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander | 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn( Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tynesi’e 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R(Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Able(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC(MonaghanN 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 





Business. 


Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warner, Thomas © ourtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene Clackmannan 
Wason,JohaCathcart( (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (Yorks, FE. R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York. W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) - 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh.,N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Cameren Corbett and Sir 
John Stirling-Maxwell 


LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE RAILWAY 


Monday next. BILL [Lords]. 
; Read the third time, and_ passed, 

PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING without amendment. 

ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED . 

INTO COMPLIED WITH). BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table As amended, considered; —amend- 
{eport from one of the Examiners of ments made ; Bill to be read the third 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the time. 
e1se of the following Bill, originating in EDINBURGH CORPORATION ORDER 
the Lords, and referred on the First CONFIRMATION. 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
not previously inquired into, and which ynder the Private Legislation Pro- 


are applicable thereto, have been com- 


plied with, namely :— 


City and Brixton Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time. 


BINGLEY URBAN 
BILL 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 


AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 
POWER BILL. 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
CORPORATION 


OERBYSHIRE 
ELECTRIC 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL 
BILL. 
Lords’ 
agreed to. 


SHANNON WATER 


Lords’ 
upon Monday next. 


SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
Amendments considered, 


Lords’ 
agreed to. 


DISTRICT 


Amendments considered, 


AND 
POWER BILL. 


Amendments to be considered | 


brought in 


EDINBURGH 


cedure (Scotland) Act, 
Edinburgh Corporation, 
by the 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


1899, relating to 
ordered to he 
Advoeate and 


Le rd 


CORPORATION ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILL. 


COUNCIL 


land) Act, 


and 63 Vic., 


STIRLING 


Corporation,” 
ce. 47, 3. 7 (2 
considered upon Tuesday next. 


‘ To confirm a Provisional Order under 

the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
fom) 

1899. 


relating to Edinburgh 
presented ; and, under 62 
), ordered to be 


CORPORATION ORDER 


CONFIRMATION. 


and 


Bill to confirm a 


Provisional Order 


under the Private Legislation Procedure 


ELECTRIC 


‘the Lord 


STIRLING 


and 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Stirling 
Corporation, ordered to be brought in by 
Advocate 

| General for Scotland. 


and Mr. Solicitor 


CORPORATION ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILL. 
‘To confirm a Provisional Order under 


the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot 
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land) Act, 1899, relating to Stirling 
Corporation,’ presented ; and, under 62 
and 63 Vic., ¢. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be 
considered upon Tuesday next. 


Message from 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed! ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with amendments ; 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


2e- 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

teported, without amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 
EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 
DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, with amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


DOVER GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment; Re- 


port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
HEYWOOD AND MIDDLETON WATER 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 
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| TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 


Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to: Naval Works 
Provisional Order Bill, without amend- 
ment. 

That they have agreed to: Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill ; Blackpool Improvement Bill ; 
Metropolitan Railway Bill ; Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Dearne Valley 
Junction Railways) Bill ; Burton-upon- 
Trent Corporation Bill; Metropolitan 
Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) 
Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendmenis 
to: Sheftield Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Chesterfield Improvement Bill | Lords] ; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Bill [Lords], without amend- 
ment. 

That they have passed a Bill. in- 
tituled, ““An Act to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under The Private Legis- 
lation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Clydebank Burgh Tramways.” 





Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 


confirm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Edinburgh and 
District Water.” Edinburgh and Dis- 
trict Water Order Confirmation Bill 
| [Lords]. 


987 Returns, 


And, also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to. 
incorporate the Watford and District 
Tramways Company, and to empower 
that Company to make and maintain 
tramways and other works; and for 
other purposes.” Watford and Dis- 
trict Tramways Bill [Lords] 


CLYDEBANK BURGH TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 
Ordered, under Section 7 (2) of the 
Private Legislation (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
to be considered upon Tuesday next. 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, under Section 7 (2) of the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, to be considered upon Tuesday 
next. 

WATFORD AND DISTRICT TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time ; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT (1896), 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Petition from Uphall, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 


BILL. 
Petition from West Ham. in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (MINUTE OF 
3rD JULY, 1901), 
Petition from Leek, for withdrawal ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE, 
Petition from Doneaster, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table 
EDUCATION (No, 2) BILL 
Petition from Cleethorpes, tor altera- 


tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 


GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA. 

TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Ryde. for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Leigh; St. 


Germans, and Nottingham ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON 
BILL. 


Petition from London, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ACCESSION 


REPORTS, 
AND OFF-LICENCES, 
(BELFAST). 
Return [presented 15th July] to be 
printed. [No. 269.] 


RETURNS, ETC. 


GROCERS ETC, 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATING) ACT 
(1899) (AMOUNTS PAID TO AD- 
MINISTRATIVE COUNTIES AND 
BOROUGHS). 


teturn [presented 18th July] to be 


printed. [No. 270.] 
ARSENICAL POISONING (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Copy presented of Report of the 
Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
the subject of Poisoning by Arsenic in 
Beer and other Articles of Diet [by 
'Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES (RESTRICTIVE LEGIS- 
LATION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
Return presented relative thereto 

[Address 13th December, 1900; Mr. 

Maconochie] ; to lie upon the Table, and 

to be printed. |No. 271.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS). 

Copy presented of Report of the 
Proceedingsof the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales under the 
Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, 
for the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented of Draft of a Scheme 
relative to the Efficiency of the Volun- 
teers in substitution for the Scheme 
contained in Her late Majesty’s Order 
in Council dated 31st July, 1880, as 
amended by subsequent Orders in 
Council [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
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Questions. 
ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS. 
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| open to invasion, and it will be continued 


Copy ordered “ of new form of Contract | so long as circumstances may require it. 


adopted by the Admiralty.”—(Mr. 
mund Rober tson.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—SETTLEMENT OF THE 
NEW TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if his attention has been 
called to the speech of Sir Gordon Sprigg, 
wherein he declared that it was intended 
to promote a system of immigration of 
loyalists from Great Britain and the rest 
of the Empire to the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies, and whether His 
Majesty's Government are contemplating 
any such scheme as this ; if so, whether 
any particulars of it can be given to the 
House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have to refer the 
hon. Member to my answer to the hon. 
Member for Northampton yesterday.* I 
have nothing to add to it. 


PRESENT SITUATION IN CAPE COLONY. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the number 
of Boer invaders and of British troops 
respectively in the Cape Colony at the 
present time, in what districts of the 
colony and within what distance of Cape 
Town are the invaders operating, and in 
what numbers have they been joined by 
British subjects ; and whether the civil 
courts are open throughout the whole of 
that portion of the country which is 
untouched by the invasion, and upon 
what grounds that portion is still sub- 
jected to martial law, and how long it is | 
proposed to continue the administration 
of martial law. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
I do not think it is desirable to give this | 
information. The institution of martial | 
law in the Cape Colony was necessary in | 
all districts which were either invaded or 





*See page 816. 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


VOL. XCVII. 


Ed- 


PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS 
DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will state 
the number of men in the Imperial and 
Colonial forces who have been promoted 
to commissioned or non-commissioned 
rank as the result of military operations 
in South Africa since the commencement 
of the war. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Two hundred and 
forty-six commissions have been granted. 
Further, forty R.A. warrant-officers have 
been promoted to be district officers, 
quarter-masters, or riding-masters on 
augmentation of establishments, and 
fifteen warrant and non-commissioned 
officers of cavalry and infantry to be 
quarter-masters or riding-masters. 


FLOGGING OF PRISONERS BY BOERS. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he has any official information 
showing that Mr. Botha, a member of, 
the Cape Parliament for Aliwal North 
when captured lately by the Boers, was 
flogged and his farm burnt ; whether, in 
view of the fact that the flogging of 
prisoners by the Boers is contrary to the 
Hague Convention, Lord Kitchener has 
protested against such action; and 
whether he will direct such steps to be 
taken as will prevent Mr. Sauer, the 
other member tor Aliwal North, from 
being subjected to a like treatment at the 
hands of the Boers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Mr. Botha and his 
brother have sworn affidavits to the effect 
that they were flogged by the Boers. I 
am not aware of what action Lord 
Kitchener has taken, but any members 


‘of commandos guilty of such outrages 


who may fall into our hands will meet 
with exemplary punishment. 


BURGHER POLICE. 
Me. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state what are the numbers 


'and composition of the South African 


20 
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Burgher Police Corps, what are its 
special duties, and whether it is used 
for military purposes as well as for police 
work. 


Mr. BRODRICK : This is a local corps, | 


and I know nothing of its composition. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT— 
IRISH GRADUATES. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state how many 
Irish graduates are in the Army Medical 
Department, and in what proportion 
they are to the English and Scotch 
graduates, 


Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
frish graduates is 334, being 37 per cent., 
as compared with English 35 per cent., 
and Scotch 28 per cent. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
Sir William Thompson has refused to 
serve on the Committee he has ap- 
pointed ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to be able 


to say in about twenty minutes time. 


CHANNEL ISLANDS GARRISONS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state whether there is any 
intention of withdrawing the Imperial 
troops from the Channel Islands 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is no inten- 
tion of withdrawing the Regular troops 
provided the Government of the Islands 
carry out the reorganisation of the 
Militia. 


RETURN OF THE SEAFORTH MILITIA. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board ot 
Trade, having regard to the fact that 
M‘Brayne’s steamer “ Lovedale,’’ which 
was provided to convey the Seaforth 
Militia from Kyle of Lochalsh to Storno- 
way on their return to their homes from 
Egypt on the evening of the 11th June, 
broke down in the Minch, and was 
delayed a considerable time, will he state 
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' when, where, and by whom she was last 
| surveyed. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFovr, 
Leeds, Central) : The ‘“ Lovedale” 
was last surveyed at Glasgow in October 
and November last by one of the Board 
of Trade surveyors at that port. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, having regard to 
the fact that the West Highland mail 
steamer supplied by Mr. David M‘Brayne 
on the night of the 11th June for the 
conveyance of the Seaforth Militia from 
Kyle of Lochalsh to Stornoway was 
provided with such inadequate shelter 
that two of the men have since died from 
exposure to the weather, whilst many 
others have been invalided, whether he 
will take steps to secure steamers with 
better accommodation for such purposes. 


Toe FINANCIAL* SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Accepting 
the hon. Member’s statement of the 


circumstances, the Postmaster General 
regrets the occurrence referred to. But 
the steamer is provided primarily for the 
conveyance of mails, and the contract 
under which the service is performed 
contains no provisions with respect to 
accommodation for passengers. The 
Postmaster General has, therefore, no 
power to interfere. 


WEST HIGHLAND STEAM SERVICE- 
TREATMENT OF SOLDIER PASSENGERS 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that a Lewis Reservist, who had the calf 
of his leg shot away at Magersfontein. 
South Africa, on making his way home 
to the Island of Lewis by M‘Brayne’s 
mail steamer “Clydesdale ’’ recently. 
found himself unable to go down the 
steep stairs to the second class cabin for 
refreshment, and that having had re 
course to the more accessible chief cabin 
was called upon to pay the excess fare; 
and will he communicate with Mr. David 
M‘Brayne, who holds a monopoly of the 
West Highland steamer services, with a 


view to secure some special arrangement 
{ 
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such as will meet cases of this kind with-| ralty, in view of the fact that the Director 
out extra charge. /of Naval Intelligence is empowered to 


| make representations but cannot com- 

Mr. BRODRICK: This case should! mand their adoption in any particular, 
be brought before the general officer’ whether it is the intention of His 
commanding, Scotland. I cannot under-  Majesty’s Government to expand and 
take under any system of decentralisa-| strengthen the Department of Naval 
tion to deal with these matters by ques- | Intelligence, witha view to giving it more 


tion and answer in Parliament. influence at the Admiralty. 
MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—MAIL | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is con- 
DELAYS. | sidered that the Naval Intelligence De- 


Mr. HARMSWORTH  (Caithness-. partment is capable of performing all the 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary to| Services demanded of it, and it is not 
the Admiralty if he can state in what intended at the present time to expand 
manner the delay in the departure of it or to alter its constitution and 
the Mediterranean Fleet from Gibraltar functions. 
was the cause of the delay of several eclicanieiis: ‘Micieiitai alias: eae sail 
ce in the delivery of letters for _ MEDITERRANEAN FLEET. 

| Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Civil 

Tur SECRETARY to tHe ADMI-. Lord of the Admiralty if the torpedo 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForsteERr, Belfast, “estroyers required for the reinforce- 
W.): The delay in the delivery of the mails Ment of the Mediterranean have left 
was due to a rearrangement of the pro-. England, 
gramme, which led to the ships being ff aw 
detained at Gibraltar longer than was) , Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : As stated 
originally anticipated. Meanwhile letters | 19 reply to the hon. Member for Caith- 
had been sent to Rapallo in accordance | ness, it is not proposed to despatch any 


with arrangements previously made. additional destroyers to the Mediter- 
: | ranean until after the conclusion of the 


ALGECIRAS BAY—ALLEGED NIGHT | M@n@Uvres. 


ee ee CAPE-AUSTRALIA CABLE—LINE FROM 
Mr. HARMSWORTH : I beg to ask ~*~ GOGOS TO CEYLON. 2 

the Secretary to the Admiralty whether | Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
he has any official information to the I beg to oie tes Secretary of State for 
effect that, during the recent stay of the | India whether, in view of the establish- 
Mediterranean Fleet at Gibraltar, certain | ment of the Cape-Australia cable, he has 
French vessels of war, with lights extin- in consideration the desirability of a spur 
guished, entered Algeciras Bay at night line from Cocos to Ceylon in association 
without being detected by the look-outs with the Imperial Goveriinent abe prac- 


ut Europa Point ; and, if so, whether the tically all-British route from the United 
secret practice is in accordance with | Sisislosn to Tule 
5S Ae 


usage, and whether he can state in what 
meaner hamenonduuyernaied ther] tus SECRETARY or STATE. ro 
question and whether they are provided by ncahmrringheetnie meipesin ee 
with nicht sea ? Ealing): An inter-departmental Com- 
x eer mittee is now sitting to consider and 
‘report upon the question of cable com- 
munication generally. I have reason to 
believe that their attention has been 
called to the matter to which my hon. 
| friend’s question refers, and I await the 
| receipt of their report. 
NAVAL INTELLIGENCE DEPARTMENT, | Str EDWARD SASSOON : Will the 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I} noble Lord make special inquiry on this 
beg to ask the Civil Lord of the Admi-| point ? 
202 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
answer to the first part of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question is in the negative. Night 
glasses are supplied for use ‘in His. 
Majesty’s ships. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Com- 
mittee was specially appointed. I rather 
fear that if I made further inquiry it 
would delay the object which my hon. 
friend has in view. 


Questions. 


UGANDA—SIR H. JOHNSTON’S 
REPORT. 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Report by Sir H. Johnston 
on Uganda will be in the hands of 
Members before the discussion on the 
Foreign Office Vote in Supply. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY © oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): Sir H. 
Johnston’s Report has only been pre- 
sented quite recently, but I have every 
hope that it will be in the hands of 
Members by next Friday. 


DISTURBANCES IN ARMENIA. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Foreign Office is in 
possession of any information as to recent 
disturbances in the Tehem district of 
Thassanjak, as to the destruction of the 
village of Uhlbush by armed Kurds, as to 
the killing and wounding of Armenians, 
and as to the demolition of buildings, 
including the church and the school ; 
and what representations, if any, have 
been made by the Government to the 
Government of the Sublime Porte, in 
respect to its treaty obligations in regard 
to protection of its Christian subjects. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: I have no 
information as to the particular incident 
referred to, but His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have recently received reports from 
His Majesty’s consular officers of dis- 
turbances created by the Kurds in the 
districts of Bitlis and Moush, and in the 
Tiari mountains. His Majesty’s ambas- 
sador at Constantinople has called the 
serious attention of the Turkish Govern- 
ment to the state of affairs prevailing 
in these districts. 


Mr. FLYNN: In view of the fact that 
the last massacres were initiated by dis- 
turbances of this kind, will the Govern- 
ment keep constantly before the Porte 
its treaty obligations’! 
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Viscount CRANBORNE: I have said 
so in the last paragraph of my answer, 


Questions. 


STORNOWAY MAIL STEAMER. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 


of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that McBrayne’s mail steamer 
“Clydesdale,” which runs _ between 
| Mallaig, Kyle, and Stornoway, is thirty- 
nine years old, and in rough weather 
unable to bear the strain of her engines 
running at maximum speed, in conse- 
quence of which it not infrequently 
happens that a longer time is occupied 
on the passage to and from Stornoway 
than would otherwise be the case, with 
the result that the mails, passengers, 
and cargo are delayed, and will he cause 
some inquiry to be made with a view 
to ascertain whether the ‘ Clydesdale” 
should be allowed to continue to make 
the passage through these seas in all 
weathers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: | The 
““ Clydesdale’ has a Board of Trade 
passenger certificate. [I am advised that 
she is a strongly built, well-proportioned 
vessel, and that there are no signs of her 
having been strained, or that she has 
suffered from vibration due to the en- 
gines working at their maximum speed. 
She has been well kept up, and her 
present boiler, although made in 1881, 
was not put into use until 1893. I have, 
in fact, no reason to doubt that the vessel 
is in good condition, and quite fit to con- 
tinue her present employment in all 
weathers. As to her speed, the Board of 
Trade have no jurisdiction. 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE 
MARINE—THE “ PRIMROSE HILL.” 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 

to ask the President of the Board ot 

Trade if there is any rule regulating the 

number of apprentices to be carried by 

sailing ships in proportion to the total 
number of the crew, and whether he 1s 
aware that in the case of the “ Primrose 

Hill”? there were twelve apprentices, 

five of whom had never before been to 

sea, and that the jury, at the inquest 
held on the victims of the ‘ Primrose 

Hill’ disaster, declared that in their 

‘opinion the ship was lost through, 
|amongst other things, having too many 
apprentices on board. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 
no rule regulating the number of appren- 
tices in proportion to the whole crew 
of a vessel. The finding of the court of 
inquiry, which on such a question I 


Questions. 


regard as more authoritative than that | 


of a coroner’s jury, did not ascribe the 
loss of the vessel to the inadequacy of her 
crew, either with regard to the number 
of apprentices or otherwise, but expressed 
the opinion that the managing owner 
would have been better advised if he had 
more Closely considered the fact that five 
of the apprentices had not been to sea 
before. As a matter of fact, as I have 
already informed the hon. Member more 


than once, the manning of the ** Primrose | 


Hill’ complied with every statutory 
requirement, and with either of the 
scales recommended by the Manning 
Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if he is 
aware that this vessel carried twelve 
apprentices, five of whom had never 
been at sea? Will the Board of Trade, 
in order to promote safety, consider the 
advisability of making arrangements 
limiting the number of inexperienced 
first voyage apprentices to be carried by 
ships of this description ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


necessity for it. 


I see no 


eall attention 
Board of Trade Vote. 


PAUPER ALIENS IN EAST LONDON. 


{19 Juty 1901} 


| 


| hands of the printer, and will be issued 
| shortly. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I shall | 


| 
to this matter on the | 








998 


| population per house is 8-7, reckoning 
| tenements in industrial dwellings as one 
' house ; and, in view of these statements, 
can he hold out any promise of remedial 
‘legislation. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I have seen the 
reports referred to in the question. | 
gather that the legislation which my 
hon. friend desires would have for its 
object the checking of alien immigration. 
This is not a matter within the province 
of the Local Government Board, and I 
cannot hold out any promise of legislation 
with regard to it. 





INSTRUCTIONS TO INSPECTORS OF 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education the cause of the delay 
in the issue of the instructions to inspec- 
tors of schools, and if he can state the 
date at which it may be expected to be 
in the hands of hon. Members. 


| THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
| Gorst, Cambridge University) : I regret 
| the delay in issuing this Paper, which has 
been unavoidable. It is now in the 


SCOTTISH EDUCATION REPORT. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state when the 
General Report on Education (Scotland) 


Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to} (North-Western Division) for the year 


ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been called to the recently issued reports 
of the medical officers of health for 
the late Limehouse Board of Works and 
the late St. George’s-in-the-East Vestry, 
wherein Dr. Thomas (Limehouse) states 
that the overcrowding is almost entirely 
due to the immigration of pauper aliens, 
and Dr. Rygate (St. George’s-in-the-East) 
says that the population is 200 per acre, 
while for London it is 61-5 per acre, 
and that the alien characteristics of 
the parish are annually more pronounced, 
and in time the population will become 
almost entirely foreign, and that the 








1900 will be issued. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): There is 
no North-Western Division. The Report 
for the Northern Division was delivered 
on 16th July; that for the Western 
Division is in type, and will be presented 
on an early date. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S MEMORIAL— 
DESIGNS. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether the com- 
peting designs for the late Queen’s 
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Questions. 


Memorial will be exhibited to the public 
before one of them is selected and finally 


approved. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovatas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) : The responsibility of select- 
ing the design for the late Queen’s 


Memorial, as the hon. Member is aware, | 
in no way devolves upon me, though by | 
courtesy I am able to state that a design | 


has been selected by the Executive 


Committee, and will be submitted to the | 


King and to the general Committee next 
week. I will undertake to inform 
the Committee of the hon. Member’s 
question. I have already stated that, 
should the selected design involve an 


alteration of the Mall, I think I can under- | 


take to exhibit the design to the House. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : May I ask, 
does the right hon. Gentleman intend 
to take any action in connection with 
the decision in another place, that models 
of these designs should be exhibited 
publicly ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No, Sir. 


CARRIAGE OF BUTTER ON IRISH 
RAILWAYS. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
is yet in a position to state what is the 
result of the inquiry by the Department 
of Agriculture into the statement of Mr. 
Herbert Sullivan, of Curramore, Broad- 
ford, Charleville, a butter exporter, to 
the effect that, before the amalgamation 
of the Great Southern and Western and 
the Waterford and Limerick Railways, 
his consignments of butter were taken 
from Newcastle West, county Limerick, 
to London within eighteen hours, and 
that, between the dates 18th April and 
26th June of this year, twelve similar 
consignments of his from Newcastle 
West to London on twelve different 
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| *THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): It is 


Questions. 


/not yet possible to state the result of the 


| inquiry referred to. 
| QUEEN’S_COLLEGE—MEDICAL 
PROFESSORSHIPS. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
_why the appointments to certain medical 
professorships in the Queen’s College, 
Belfast, have been limited to a term of 
| seven years, whereas in the Queen’s 
College, Cork, similar appointments 
have been recently made for life. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The system of 
limiting these appointments to a term 
| of seven years, with power of re-appoint- 
/ment on the expiration of the period, 
|applies equally to each of the Queen’s 
| Colleges in Ireland. There are two 
| cases in the Cork College and one in the 
| Belfast College to which the practice 
ithrough a misunderstanding or over- 
sight, was not applied. 
COTTAGES IN COUNTY 
CORK. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
|is aware that as the result of an inquiry 
held at Midleton, county Cork, in January 
‘last, the Local Government Board in- 
_spector has rejected fifty-four applica- 
‘tions for cottages although these applica- 
tions were supported by sworn evidence, 
'and has thus deprived many labourers 
of the benefits of the Labourers Acts; 
‘and can he explain the reason for the 
rejection of the application of a labourer 
named Smiddy, residing in the electoral 
‘division of Ightermurragh, Midleton 
| Union, in view of the fact that the house 
on the lands described by the inspector 
/as a suitable dwelling has been used as a 
| sheep shed for the past fifteen years. 


LABOURERS’ 





dates were not delivered until four or | 

five days after shipment ; and, if found| *Mr. WYNDHAM: Of the 191 eottages 
to be correct, whether he will take any| proposed to be erected the inspector 
and, if so, what action to induce or com-| recommended 137. No reason was 


pel the Great Southern and Western | assigned for the erection of a cottage on 
Company to give a better service to the| the lands mentioned in the second para- 
public, so that Irish farm and other/ graph. The man Smiddy never worked 
products may be expedited to English | for the occupying owner of these lands, 
markets. 


but, usually, for other farmers with 
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larger holdings. The necessity for the | 
erection of a second cottage on the lands | 
in question was not established, and the 
district council appeared to be satisfied 
with the result of the inquiry. 


Questions. 


CapTaIN DONELAN: May I ask 
whether, in view of the large number of 
labourers who were deprived of decent 
dwellings by the action of this inspector, 
their case will be considered by the 
Government ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
the hon. Gentleman states the facts 
accurately. The claims are sent for- 


ward and left to the determination of 
the Board. It is open to the local 
authority to re-submit at a future date 
the rejected claims. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 
As great dissatisfaction exists in Ireland 
on this subject, may I ask whether the 
right hon. Gentleman will in future have 
the reasons assigned by the inspector 
for rejecting these claims laid before 
Parliament ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider 
that. In many cases the district councils 
are glad to be relieved of the responsi- 
bility of arriving at a decision, and prefer 
that it should rest with the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is it not 
a fact that the inspectors make recom- 
mendations—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: May I ask 


on what grounds the right hon. Gentle- 
man states that the district councils are 
glad to be relieved of the responsibility ? 


Captain DONELAN : Is it not a fact 
that these applications are always sup- 
ported by sworn evidence from the 
locality ? 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SALARIES. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether there are in the | 
service of the National Board of Educa- | 
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tion any teachers having more than 
three years efficient service whose 


salaries are now fixed at the minimum 
salary for the lowest grade; whether 


|any provision has been made whereby 


teachers shall receive credit for service 
rendered before the Ist April, 1900, and 
whether such teachers shall at once 
receive such increments to their present 
salaries as shall make their positions 
equal to those of future teachers having 
the same length of service. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are in the 
service of the National Board of Educa- 
tion teachers having more than three 
years of efficient service whose salaries 
are now fixed at the minimum salary for 
the lowest grade. For service rendered 
before Ist April, 1900, all teachers re- 
ceived credit as provided by the rules 
which up till that time were in force. 
Grade salary and continued good service 
salary by triennial increments date only 
from Ist April, 1900, and all teachers 
may receive such increments under the 
same conditions. 


LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY MAYO. 
Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that application has 
been made to the Land Commission by 
James Brannick, Scaurdaun, Clare- 
morris, for an advance of money to enable 
him to purchase a large grazing farm at 
Brize, near Claremorris, county Mayo, 


and which has been let for grazing pur- 


poses for some years past; and can he 


state the amount applied for, and 
whether it has been granted. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 


that no such application has been made. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a grazing farm, the property 
of Mr. Alexander Martyn, Ballinrobe, 
situated at Brize, near Claremorris, is 
about to be sold; and whether, with a 
view of relieving the congestion in the 
district in which the farm is situated in 
Mayo, by purchase of this farm for pur- 
poses of redistribution among the people, 
he will urge the Congested Districts Board 
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to open negotiations immediately with | be feasible to adopt the hon. Member's 
Mr. Martyn towards that end. suggestion for improving the postal ser- 
vice to Elphin, and will communicate to 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The purchase of | him the result. 
this farm is already the subject of 
negotiation between the Congested Dis- IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS. 
tricts Board and Mr. Martyn. Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
DELMEGE ESTATE, CO. LIMERICK. | Treasury if he will grant the Return 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask | relative to the case of the Irish gold 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Line- | Soe standing on the Order 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | Paper.t 
that the land judges of the High Court | I beg also to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
of Justice in Ireland, as far back as eleven | man if he will state how the case of the 
years ago, ordered the sale of part of the | Irish gold ornaments stands ; and what 
lands of Ballygrennane, the owner then | steps the Government propose to take in 
being John Christopher Delmege, and | the matter. 


he tenant being . ‘asey, the said | com ieee 
the tenant being John Casey, the said Tur FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 


townland of Ballygrennane being in the| - sabe 

barony of Publebrien and county of | SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
Limerick ; is he aware that later on the | og guile ea en Lig eres 
sum of £720 was fixed on as the price, the | I a = an eee . > > a hei 
tenant consenting, and can he state ir gp “ae rey cy i eid ar 
whether this sale was later on brought | ‘0. % @ 5 nen ee. See pee 
under the 40th section of the Act of | Pion of the joint committee of law 
1896, or what has caused the delay in | officers of England and Ireland has been 
bringing the sale to an issue, and will he | takon in regard to the custody of the 


' Irish gold ornaments. We have not 
take steps to bring about such sale. 2 . : aes 
| yet received the opinion of these officers, 


anne _ - ..-.| but I will communicate with the hon. 
+ ° > +6 Q ° rT ; 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The sale of this | Baronet as soon as [ obtain it. The law’s 


estate is not taking place under the 40th | delays in this matter are most remarkable. 





section of the Act of 1896. I am in-| 
formed that Mr. Casey, in May last,! Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
offered to purchase the fee simple of his|the right hon. Gentleman, bearing in 
holding for the price mentioned, and that | mind the long time this matter has 
an agreement for sale to him at that| been before the law officers of the 


price is now in course of preparation. | Crown, and also the fact that a year 
| has passed since he promised that these 
ELPHIN POSTAL SERVICE. | gold ornaments should be restored to 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg to ask | Ireland, see that there is no more unneces- 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- | S@TY delay ? 
senting the Postmaster General, whether | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. Sir. 
he is aware that inconvenience has been | There has been delay of an extraordinary 
caused to the inhabitants of Elphin| ;ind, but I do not think that the law 
owing to not receiving their letters) officers are to blame. As soon as one 
daily till 4 p.m., as the mail car must | question has been decided by the law 
come from Longtord through Strokes-| oficers the ingenuity of certain gentle- 
town to Elphin; whether, seeing that | men is exercised in raising new points 
if the letters were despatched by a mail| which also have to be decided. 
ear from Carrick-on-Shannon on the | 
arrival of the limited mail they would| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Well, 
reach Elphin at 11 a.m. each day, hej I will ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
will take steps to have this change | use some of his well-known ingenuity 
carried out. | to get this matter settled. 

Tap pr ‘ + giving ini the Law 

. Mr. AUSTEN 5 CHAMBERLAIN i punaee ot + ge, Bo ger eM ‘of the 
The Postmaster General will cause | [righ gold ornaments, [together with copies of 
inquiry to be made whether it would | the documents in the case. 
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*LorD BALCARRES (Lincolnshire, 
Chorley): If the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks favourably of the suggestion to 


so good as to see that all decisions in 
these cases are also issued ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 will con- 
sider whether the substance of the 
various decisions can be issued in the 
Parliamentary Papers. We possibly may 
be able to give the substance, but not 
the actual form of words, as these docu- 
ments are always regarded as confidential. 


*LorpD BALCARRES: Then can we 


have the substance in all other cases ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will con- 


sider that. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will now state whether 
he has reason to anticipate that the 
Committee stage of the Education Bill 
will be taken on Monday, and, if not, 
I would express a strong hope that he 
will not proceed with the Rating Bill 


interested in it will be taken by surprise. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry to 
say that I do not think the condition 
of health of the Chairman of Committees 
is such as will enable us to proceed in 
Committee on Monday; and unless I 
hear more reassuring accounts of his 
health I should not propose to take 
the Education Bill next week at all, but 
on that point I cannot make a decided 
reply. The right hon. Gentleman appeals 
to me not to take the Rating Bill on 
Monday. 
respect, and propose, if we cannot take 
the Education Bill, to take the Rating | 
Bill on Tuesday. On Monday the first 
business will be the suspension of the 
twelve o’clock rule for the rest of the | 
session, with the accompanying state- 
ment with which the motion is usually | 
prefaced at this time of the year. When | 
that is disposed of I propose to take the 
Second Reading of the Yeomanry Bill | 
and some departmental Bills. 
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grant the Return asked for, will he be’ 


on that day, because so many Members | 


I will meet his views in that | 
' EF.) called attention to the work of the 


Service Estimates. 1006 
NEW BILL. 


SHOP CLUBS. 

Bill to prohibit compulsory member- 
ship of unregistered Shop Clubs or 
Thrift Funds, and to regulate such as are 
duly registered, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Harry Samuel, Mr. Strachey, 
Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Charles Dilke, 
Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Hay, 
Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Holland, and Mr. 
George White. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 

‘To prohibit compulsory membership 
of unregistered Shop Clubs or Thrift 
Funds, and to regulate such as are duly 
registered,”’ presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 270.]} 


SUPPLY [17TH Atiorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Henry Hospnovse (Somersetshire, 
E.) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2. 


Ciass. V. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £265,052, 


be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, for the Expenses 


of His Majesty’s Embassies and Missions 


Abroad, and of the Consular Establish- 

ments Abroad and other Expenditure 
9 

chargeable on the Consular Vote. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 


commercial attachés and agents. The last 
time the matter was before the House 


'was in the February of the preceding 


year, when reassuring information was 
given as to the intentions of the depart- 
ment in regard to it. Owing to the fact 
that these commercial attachés were only 
six in number, and that they were 
responsible for the whole of Europe, as 
well as for part of Asia and America, the 
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districts allotted to them were over- 


whelmingly large, and they could not. 


possibly exercise any real influence or 
acquire any real knowledge of the trade 
of the country to which they were 
nominally attached. For instance, the 


commercial attaché for Austria covered | 


Austro-Hungary, Italy, and Greece with 


a combined population of seventy-five | 


millions and a trade of 260 millions 
sterling. The attaché for France covered 


also Switzerland and Belgium, with a 
population of seventy-eight millions 
and a trade of 560 millions ; while the one 
in Germany was responsible for Holland, 
Sweden, and Norway as well, the popu- 
lation being sixty-two millions, and the 
trade 150 millions. The fact was that 
all these gentlemen had districts allotted 
to them which were far too large. 
Besides, they had other duties to perform. 
The French commercial attaché was a 
director of the Suez Canal; the one 
in Spain was called upon to  trans- 
late official documents at the Madrid 
Embassy. The commercial agents had 
even greater districts to deal with. 
The one for Russia had a district with a 
population of 120 millions, and a trade 
of 1,270 millions, while the United States 
commercial agent had a district of three 
million square miles, with a trade of 
450 millions. What he wished to press 
upon the Under Secretary was, that if 
these gentlemen were to do any good 
they should be in positions of financial 
and diplomatic importance. The com- 
mercial attachés had a certain diplomatic 


standing, but the commercial agents 
had been deliberately refused it. They 


certainly ought to be men of social and 
commercial standing. To get the proper 
class of people to acquire information 
they must have men of more social and 
commercial standing than they were 
able to procure at present. What he 
would suggest was, that the work of 
the commercial side and of the diplo- 
matic side of the embassies should not 
be kept completely separate. Anyone 
who was conversant with our foreign 
relations must know that a great deal 
of the diplomatic work of the country 
was very closely connected with the 
trade of the country, and it would be 
perfectly possible to make the diplomatic 


and the trade work of the embassies’ 
interchangeable, just as in the Indian | 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Civil Service judicial and administrative 
work was interchangeable. There was 
at the present moment in all our universi- 
ties and other centres of learning a 
desire to establish commercial education 
on a larger basis than hitherto. The 
London University had already created 
a faculty of economics, with commercial 
and industrial sides, and lectures were 
already given on commercial geography 
and national trade which must have an 
inspiring effect on the rising generation of 
traders. He thought it was clear that 
the rising generation was awakening 
to the advantages which could be gained 
from the information put at their 
disposal by the ¢ommercial attachés. 
There was another point he wished to 
press, and that was that the dissemina- 
tion of the information was quite as 
important as its collection. He suggested 
that, in conjunction with the Board ot 
Trade, permanent exhibitions of British 
industry should be established in connec- 
tion with our embassies, so that foreigners 
could see at first hand the products of this 
country. The fact was that trade compe- 
petition was increasing very severely, 
and that we were fighting not so much 
for our old supremacy as for our very 
existence as a commercial nation. Too 
often merchants in this country would 
not pay attention to the small particulars 
on which the trade of foreign countries 
depended, and he hoped that the Foreign 
Oftice would not slacken their endeavours 
to obtain all possible information in 
regard to the course of trade in foreign 
countries. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. GIBSON{[BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
thought that something might be done 
in the development of the consular into 
the diplomatic service. He agreed with 
the hon. Gentleman in regard to the 
great value that attached to reports ot 
foreign trade from our consular and 
diplomatic agents abroad ; but at present 
the consular trade reports were often 
quite without value, because the reports 
never bore any date. [Lord CRANBORNE 
dissented.] Yes, the date proceeded from 
the Foreign Office, and there were 
constant allusions to what happened 
last year or the year before, but there 
was no date to show when the report 
was really written. The suggestions 
which they contained were generally 
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childish, such as that we should adopt; sador to Spain had not been able to 
the metric system and so on, which were preserve the full amity of that country ; 
not worth printing. Hisconviction was, neither was the British Ambassador to 
that British merchants had nothing to) France. That was not due to the Am- 
learn from the consular reports ; at any | bassadors themselves, but to imprudent 
rate, he had seen nothing inthese reports utterances and imprudent action at 
which was likely to teach British mer-; home. He would ask the noble Lord 
chants anything they did not know with regard to the matters he had 
already. This Vote travelled over the) touched on, very briefly and not at all in 
whole habitable earth—Russia, Turkey, proportion to their importance, whether 
Persia, Germany, France, Spain, ete. he could give the Committee a reassuring 
His complaint was that, for some reason statement as to the position of England 
or other, our diplomatic agents had not in the countries he had named, and the 
been successful in performing their| amount of influence that the British 
functions. It would not be strictly in| ambassadors were able to exercise in 
order to discuss on that Vote the policy Russia, Persia, Turkey, Spain, and 
with which they were charged. But he France. He hoped the noble Lord would 
would take the case of our Ambassador | be able to give a satisfactory reply, and 
to Russia. So little influence had he, that he would also be able to say some- 
that no sooner had the war in South thing with reference to the suggestion 
Africa broken out than Russia sent) as to the interchangeability of a certain 
6,000 mento Kertch. Ifour Ambassador) portion of the consular service. He 
had performed his duties with complete should also be glad to know if the noble 
success, that would not have happened Lord would consider the value of the 
with a friendly country with whom we consular reports with reference to trade. 
were on terms of peace. There was a He was not now speaking of statistics, 
railway now being built right through) but as to the manner in which consuls 
Persia tothe Persian Gulf, and the only | went out of their way to offer advice on 
result of the action of England in Persia | questions of trade, which, as a rule, they 
inrecent years had been to hand over that | imperfectly understood. He thought 
country almost completely to Russia. it would be worth while to consider 
The same was true with regard to the whether the reports should be continued 
British Ambassador in Turkey, which, in their present form. 
however, was partly due to personal 
causes. There again the whole of Asia) Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
Minor was being parcelled out, the) said he had long desired to know 
northern portion to Russia and the on what principle British consuls and 
southern toGermany ; andthe Germans commercial attachés were appointed. 
Were running a railway to Bagdad and He had himself personal knowledge 
onto the Persian Gulf. All that repre- of consuls in distant countries, and, as 
sented a very serious failure of our most men did who travelled, he found 
diplomatic action, and if it were in order them very courteous and very gentle- 
he might trace it to the fountain head. manly and very useful for social purposes. 
Whatever the cause was, whether it was | But he felt that the commercial attachés 
deficient instruction from home, or and consuls, particularly in the Far East 
deficient pressure abroad, he would not —although he was not speaking from 
now ask. But he would state that; in| personal experience, but from knowledge 
spite of the enormous expenditure which | derived from several business men— 
the country was asked to provide for lacked practical business knowledge. 
diplomatic agents, the influence of It was quite right that British consuls 
England was diminishing inthe countries abroad should be able to dispense social 
he had mentioned. He would not dwell advantages to travellerson pleasure bent, 
on the enormous importance that that but it seemed to him that consuls and 
decreasing influence of England had, commercial attachés who were appointed 
but he believed it veryseriouslyimperilled | for commercial purposes ought to be 
the defence of India. Then, again, menofcommercial training. He hadan 
it was impossible to avoid asimilar con- instance in his mind which showed the 
viction nearer home. The British Ambas-| complete inefficiency of at least one 
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consul for the purposes of trade. A 
friend of his, representing a large com- 
mercial house in Bradford, and one of 
the ablest business men he had ever met, 
went out to the Far East to open upa 
trade in Burma, China, and Japan. 
He went to one of the British consuls in 
China, and asked him for a list of traders 
in a particular line of business. The 
consul handed him a general list of 
traders, whereupon his friend informed 
the consulthat he was travelling in tex- 
tiles, and only wanted the houses which 
dealt in textiles. ‘Oh,’ replied the 
consul, ** if you think I am here for the 
purpose of making business easy for 
commercial travellers, 1 am not your 
man. If you want anything ina general 
way I shall be glad to help, but if you 
want anything with reference to a par- 
ticular business, you will have to go over 
the way to the German consul, who, I 
believe, has assorted lists of traders.”’ 
His friend went to the German consul, 
and got all the information he desired. 
That was an absolute fact, and he was 
afraid it was typical of the way in which 
British consuls did their business. He 
should be glad to know whether in 
appointing a consul any effort was 
made to secure a man of commercial 
knowledge and experience, or were 
men pitchforked into consular positions 
because of their general ability and _re- 
spectability, without any regard to their 
capacity to advise on commercial ques- 
tions. He was afraid thev were losing a 
great deal of trade abroad owing to the 
lack of practical knowledge on the part 
of their commercial attachés and consuls. 
With reference to the*Board of Trade 
Journal, no doubt it contained a great 
deal of very useful information, but the 
statement that English merchants did 
not send out commercial travellers was 
repeated over and over again ; and also 
the statement that catalogues were sent 
out in the English language. That was 
all very well, but they had had enough 
of it. What was required was specific 
information, and he was glad to observe 
that more of it was now being given. He 
was also quite sure that the samples 
which were being sent home would bear 
fruit by and by. But his main point 
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capacity, but also, as far as possible, for 


their commercial training, knowledge, 
and experience, which were very useful 
in the important outposts of British 
trades in which they were stationed. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said he understood that the hon. 
Member who opened the debate did not 
move a reduction. He wished to know 
whether he would now be in order in 
moving a reduction. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester) said it 
would perhaps be more convenient if he 
now replied to the general observations 
which had been addressed to him. He 
was quite confident that anything he 
would say would not interfere with the 
desire of his hon. friend to move a reduc- 
tion. The observations which had been 
made to the Committee by the two hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were mainly devoted 
to questions of trade and to British agents 
abroad with reference to trade. He 
would at once admit that during the short 


time he had occupied his present position 


he had been very much impressed with 


'the importance of developing as far as it 


reasonably could be developed that side 
of the Foreign Office work which had 
reference to the collection and distribu- 
tion of commercial intelligence. He had 
discussed the matter with his right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Trade, and he could assure the Com- 
mittee that everything that could be done 
towards the reasonable development of 
that side of the work of the Foreign Office 
would be done. He should, however, 
like to impress on the Committee that it 
was a new departure. When hon. Gentle- 
men criticised British agents abroad, be- 
cause in their judgment they did not give 
enough time to collection of commercial 
intelligence, it ought to be remembered 
that they had not yet had an opportunity 
of becoming acquainted with the new 
state of things. The Foreign Office 
would do its best, but he should be sorry 
if the Committee or the country thought 
that the Foreign Office could do a great 
The success of British trade must 


was that the Government in appointing | depend on the traders themselves. It 
consuls and commercial attachés should was the energy of the trader, his enter- 
select men not only for their genera] | prise, and his skill in finding out what 


Mr. Taylor. 
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was required, that was going to keep | 
foreign ports, and in respect of which the 


English trade in the high position it at 
present occupied. He confessed he would 
have a certain feeling of disappointment 
if it were true—and it was not true— 
that English traders had nothing to rely 
upon except the assistance of public 
officials. However good officials were, 
they could not do what was required, 
except to a very small extent. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite said he did not wish 


to hear any more in the trade reports | 


about commercial travellers. He should 
be very sorry to bore the hon. Member, 
and he would not talk about commercial 
travellers ; but the difference between 
the way in which British trade was 
pushed abroad and the way in which 
foreign trade was pushed was that the 
foreigners had commercial travellers, 
whereas English traders practically had 


not. He was not a trader himself, and, | 


as the Committee would understand, he 
had only an amateur knowledge of com- 
mercial matters ; but he was confident 
that the success of foreign trade turned 
on the excellence of the commercial 
travellers who were employed and on the 
systematic way in which they went to 
work. Therefore, although the reitera- 
tion might be tiresome, he did not think 
the time was thrown away in pressing 
in season and out of seasonthe importance 
of commercial travellers. The hon. Mem- 
ber who initiated the discussion spoke of 
sample exhibitions. That had been tried 
by one or two countries, and, as far as he 
had been able to make out, with some 
success. The matter was now under 
consideration, and it might possibly be 
tried in order to see how it worked. The 
Board of Trade Journal, as the hon. 
Member opposite said, was a very useful 
publication, and the intelligence in it, as 
far as foreign countries were concerned, 
was provided by the Foreign Office. The 
hon. Member opposite spoke of com- 
mercial attachés. Although they dated 
long before his time, he thought that 
commercial attachés were not originally 
established with a view to providing that 
kind of detailed information to which 
the hon. Member referred. They repre- 
sented in practice the commercial side of 
each embassy or legation. The hon. 
Gentleman knew that an enormous 
number of despatches had to be written 
with reference to commercial matters 
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on which negotiations were in progress in 
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commercial attachés acted as_ inter- 
mediaries. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 


‘that it was stated in the House on the 


3rd August, 1899, by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Minister for War, who 
was then Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, that commercial attachés were 
not only entitled but directed to corre- 
spond with traders with reference to 
foreign trade. 


Viscount CRANBORNE said his 
right hon. friend was very much im- 
pressed with the inconvenience with 
which that side of the work of the Foreign 
Office was carried on, and he instituted 
the system of commercial agents, and it 
was to commercial agents they really 
had to look for detailed information. 
His hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn referred to the appointment of 
consuls in the Crimea. There were a 
very large number of consuls in the 
Crimea, and they were paid, and promo- 
tion was opened to them. They might, 
for instance, become consuls-general, 
which was a very important post. His 
hon. friend spoke with a certain amount 
of disdain of the consular reports on 
trade. Undoubtedly some were very 
much better than others, and he hoped 
one of their efforts would be to bring all 
the consular trade reports up to one 
high standard. For that purpose it 
would be necessary to determine a model 
on which the reports should be framed, 
and in that way they might arrive at a 
common form of report which would be 
useful for all practical purposes. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked what 


about the dates on the reports. 


Viscount CRANBORNE said his 
hon. friend would find the dates inside. 
He thought it did not matter whether 
they were inside or outside, but he would 
look into the matter. His right hon. 


friend who preceded him in the Foreign 
Office instituted the experiment of com- 
mercial agents, whose duty it would be 
to collect information for transmission 
to the Foreign Office, and act as a sort of 
bureau of 


information for traders in 
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England who wanted it. The idea was 
that any merchant or trader in England 
who wanted information on any parti- 
cular topic would be able to receive it, 
and that a small fee would be charged. 
The hon. Gentleman spoke of the anxiety 
of the British trader for information 
and the reluctance and inefficiency of 
the Foreign Office to provide it. But he 
thought it ought to be known that the 
system instituted by his right hon. 
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friend so far as it had gone was a dead | 


failure. Since the commercial agents 


had been appointed the Foreign Office | 
had only succeeded in collecting about | 
£20 in fees, and that had regard to the | 
‘right to construct a railway right down 


whole area regarding which the com- 
mercial agents were supposed to have 
information. 
great demand for information on the 
part of traders was not valued even at 
the small fee which was charged. The 


Foreign Office might provide the infor- | 


mation, but they could not drive it down 
the throat of the English trader. He 


himself was inclined to think that in| 
most cases the trader did not require | 


information, and that the best commercial 
houses were able and willing to obtain 
information for themselves. They trusted 
to themselves, but the Foreign Office 
was most anxious to do anything that 
was wanted. They had offered to supply 
information, and the offer still remained 


open, and it was possible that they might | 
been able, he thought he might say in 


be able to make a mitigation in respect 


even of the small fee at present charged | 
in the hope of making the experiment a | 


They earnestly hoped that any 


success. 


hon. Gentleman or any other person | 


who had a suggestion which might be 
valuable towards helping forward British 
trade would communicate it to the 
Foreign Office. His hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn wandered into 
the wider elements of the diplomatic 


position of the United Kingdom through- | 
His hon. friend said that | 


out the world. 
foreign countries did not always act 
exactly as England desired, and that 
therefore the British ambassadors were 
inefficient. 
fectly well that they were the objects of 


the greatest jealousy on the part of the | 


Continent, and it was a matter of much 


surprise to Englishmen why that should | 


be. He could only attribute it, not so 
much to their own merits, as probably to 


Viscount Cranhorne. 
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That was to say, that the | 


His hon. friend knew per-) 
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the great success which had waited on 
them in the past, and to the high position 
they had attained. With recent history 
ringing in his ears, his hon. friend had 


|strangely misread the influence of the 
| British ambassadors in Russia, Persia, 
|and elsewhere. 


He did not admit the 
correctness of his hon. friend’s facts 
with reference to Persia. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if he 
understood the noble Lord to deny that 
Russia, on the outbreak of the South 
African War, marched 6,000 men to 
Kertch, within thirty-five miles of 
Herat ; that Russia had obtained the 


to the Persian Gulf ; and that Germany 
had a right to run a railway to the other 
side of the Gulf 


Viscount CRANBORNE said he did 
not deny that Russia had certain rights 
in Persia, but he did not admit by any 
means that they extended to the extent 
suggested by his hon. friend. Many of 
those rights dated long before the out- 
break of the South African War ; but, as 
his hon. friend had mentioned South 


| Africa, he should like to remind the Cor- 
|mittee of one marvellous fact, and that 


was that, notwithstanding that we had 
been engaged in a tremendous war, 
which had put an enormous strain on 
our resources, we had nevertheless 


all parts of the globe, to take as leading 
a position as we had ever taken. If 
the Chinese policy of the Government 
was examined it would be found that, 
notwithstanding the great stress the 
country had been undergoing, practically 
on all the turning points in the Chinese 
question Great Britain had been able 
to take the lead. He did not say it in 


‘any boasting spirit, but our diplomatic 


successes were such that in crisis after 
crisis, not only in China, but elsewhere. 
the suggestions of this country had been 
adopted by Europe. That was a matter 
of gratification, and should convince the 
Committee that the position of this 
country abroad was still one of very great 
respect and importance. If we did not 
push on as rapidly as some hon. Members 


desired, it was because we were a business 


people. Other countries might not 
adopt the same principle; we did not 








101’ 


criti 
wert 
whic 
his 1 
disci 
and 
deve 


Li 
(Wil 
had 
whil 
ency 
polic 
disc 
Cons 
nobl: 
for 
mati 
sulat 
to ir 
disc. 
forel 
such 
Vote 
raisil 
prest 
dang 
attac 
of an 
were 
whilt 
was } 
that 
able 
with 
limit 
hon. 
illust 
be pr 
wisdi 
at St 
of Ri 
the $ 
on t 
abro: 
to th 
quest 
diseu 
ampl 
relat: 
Dual 
matt 
a req 
cussi 
The 
the 
King 








1016 


d on 
sition 
story 
| had 
f the 
Tsla, 
the 
facts 


if he 
that 
outh 
n to 
Ss of 
| the 
Jown 
nany 
other 


> did 
‘ights 
y any 
xtent 
ry of 
out- 
ut, as 
south 
Cor- 
that 
had 
war, 
nm on 
heless 
ay in 
ding 
If 
ment 
that, 
the 
ically 
inese 
able 
it in 
matic 
after 
here. 
been 
atter 
e the 
this 
great 
1 not 
n bers 
siness 


not 
1 not 





1017 


criticise them for not doing so, but we 
were content with our traditional policy 
which had hitherto been successful. To 
his mind the more important part of the 
discussion had been concerned with trade, 
and everything that could be done to 
develop that would be done. 
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Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said the discussion 
had followed the accustomed lines, and 
while some Members had shown a tend- 
ency tointroduce large questions of foreign 
policy, others had wished to confine the 
discussion to the business aspects of the 
Consular Vote. He agreed with the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs that on the Diplo- 
matic Vote, and still more on the Con- 
sular Vote. it was exceedingly difficult 
to introduce with public advantage any 
discussion on important questions of 
foreign policy. The proper occasion for 
such discussion was on the Foreign Office 
Vote. An additional inconvenience of 
raising questions of foreign policy on the 
present Vote was that one was always in 
danger unintentionally of appearing to 
attack the conduct, wisdom, or foresight 
of ambassadors, who, from their position, 
were not able to speak for themselves ; 
while, on the other hand, if their conduct 
was impugned on the Foreign Office Vote 
that Office, being really responsible, was 
able to speak with full authority and 
without any danger of going outside the 
limits of the Vote. The remarks of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn were an 
illustration on the point. It would not 
be possible to enter on the question of the 
wisdom or foresight of the ambassador 
at St. Petersburg in regard to the conduct 
of Russia at the time of the outbreak of 
the South African War without entering 
on the whole question of our position 
abroad and the relation of this country 
to the general European situation. The 
question could hardly be adequately 
discussed without considering, for ex- 
ample, the position of this country in 
relation to the Triple Alliance and the 
Dual Alliance, but any reference to the 
matter would doubtless be at once met by 
a request from the Chairman for the dis- 
cussion to be kept within proper limits. 
The same observation would apply to 
the remarks of the hon. Member for 
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Spain. In regard to Turkey it was, 
perhaps, easier to say something strictly 
relevant to the Vote. He had already 
asked the noble Lord certain questions, 
more from a business and commercial 
than a purely political point of view, in 
regard to the position of Great Britain 
in the matter of the Asiatic railways, and 
he understood that certain papers, 
presumably consular reports, were to be 
presented, showing what had happened 
and was likely to happen with regard to 
the development of railways in Asia 
Minor, which he ventured to say was one 
of the most important movements now 
going on. As far back as 1872, or there- 
abouts, a Committee, presided over by 
Sir Stafford Northcote, presented a 
Report on Asiatic railway communica- 
tion, and even then, in the opinion of 
practical politicians, men of business, 
the very class of men who watched these 
matters with the greatest interest, there 
was a great deal to be said for the view 
that within a measurable distance of 
time the importance of the route through 
Asia Minor, the Persian Gulf, to India, 
would be restored to the march of civili- 
sation through the great mechanical 
and scientific discoveries connected with 
railways, telegraphs, and so on. Events 
had marched even more rapid than 
Sir Stafford Northcote and his colleagues 
anticipated, and at the present moment 
there was an eager competition in the 
commercial world to get the ultimate 
control of these railways. He made 
no charge against the Foreign Office : he 
had no knowledge. His reason for al- 
luding to the question was that it was one 
of the greatest importance to this country. 
If there was one thing more painful than 
another in regard to the present 
commercial position of Great Britain 
—which was admitted to be one of great 
anxiety—it was the way in which British 
trade and commerce was gradually being 
driven out of those countries in which, 
even within the memory of people now 
living, it not only had a leading place 
but almost a monopoly. At one time 
there were great English commercial 
houses at Constantinople, but one by one 
they had died away, and been sup- 
planted very largely by German houses 
or houses having their centre in Austria 
and Hungary. He did not believe there 
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King’s Lynn in regard to our position in | was any necessary antagonism between 
} 
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this country and Germany, but he|communications improved in what he 
held that Great Britain ought to be| might call diplomatic Turkey, trade 
able to command a large share of the| there would develop, and unless this 
trade of that part of the East. The ques- | country, through its consular depart- 
tion had been raised as to whether the | ment, showed much activity in that part 
blame for the loss of trade was to be | of the world the trade would gravitate 
placed on the consular representatives | more and more into the hands of the 
or on English commercial men them- | commercial men of Buda Pesth and else- 
selves, or divided between. the two.| where. Owing to the organisation of 
Without at all desiring to constitute | the trade and commerce of Germany 
himself a thick and thin champion of the | and Austro-Hungary, British trade had 
Foreign Office, he thought that for} been, comparatively speaking, driven 
several years past there had been a | out of these parts. When he was at the 
certain want of appreciationof the efforts | Foreign Office he obtained reports from 
which had been made honestly, con-| the consular representatives, which even 
scientiously, and steadily, even if not | now might be referred to as showing the 
altogether so successfully as might be | only means by which this country could 
wished, by the Foreign Office and the | fight against the competition of the 
Board of Trade to improve trade relations | interests to which he had referred. There 
with the commercial world, and to im- | wasanotherand an even greater responsi- 
prove the information given in consular | bility attached to the Foreign Office. It 
reports. As far back as when the right | was admitted that the great weakness 
hon. Baronet the Member for Forest | of English commercial men abroad was 
of Dean held the office now occu- their ignorance of foreign languages, 
pied by the noble Lord, the Foreign | and until that was rectified our trade 
Office was extremely active in that direc-| would suffer in all parts of the world 
tion, and there was no man who com-| where something besides a knowledge 
manded the confidence of the commercial | of English was required. He was talking 
classes in England more than did the | not long ago to an Austrian commercial 
Gentleman who at the time was head of | traveller on the Danube, and he said that 
the commercial side of the Foreign Office | it was necessary for a traveller to know 
—Mr., afterwards Sir William, Kennedy. | seven languages to do business in the 
He was modest and never asserted him- | countries where he did business. He 
self, and, perhaps for that reason, did not | saidthat he spoke nine languages. [An 
obtain, in some quarters, a recognition | Hon. MemBer: ‘‘ Oh, oh!”’| The hon. 
of the enormous work that he carried | Member opposite said “Oh, oh! ”’ but if he 
out. That work had, he believed, been | would inquire into the retailtradeabroad, 
followed up, and the consular reports) which depended so much upon small 
now produced, even admitting their | profits, he would find that a traveller 
defects, showed great progress as com- | required to know not only German and 
pared with those of former times. When} French and English, but also Hun- 
the information for which he had pre-| garian and all the different dialects and 
viously pressed was obtained he hoped | languages, which were spoken by the 
and believed it would be found that the | different peoples who lived along the 
Foreign Office on its commercial side,| Danube. He was mentioning this fact, 
and the consuls, had not been deficient | not because he expected that British 
in either interest or action. The same! commercial travellers should know nine 
class of observation applied to the lamen- | languages but simply in order to show 
table manner in which British trade had | the sort of people Englishmen had to 
been shouldered out of all those develop-| compete with. If they sent an English 
ing countries on the Adriatie and the | commercial traveller abroad they would 
seas in which Salonica, next to Con-| find that in most countries he stood at 
stantinople, was the most important|a very great disadvantage when com- 





| 
| 


commercial centre. In by gone days} pared with the commercial travellers of 

Salonica held a magnificent position as} other nations. About three years ago 

one of the most important centres of |a very interesting Blue-book was pre- 

commerce and civilisation ; and it was) sented to this House in which answers 

certain that in proportion as railway | were given almost from every capital 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 
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in Europe upon this subject, and in al- | 
most every case the answer came that | 
the English commercial traveller did | 
not possess a thorough knowledge of 
foreign languages. The remedy for this | 
state of things was closely connected 
with the organisation of our system of 
secondary education. Until the same 
opportunities were given to English | 
commercial men of obtaining instruction 
in foreign languages as were possessed 
by the commercial men of Germany, 
English trade would continue to lose 
ground. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES dissented. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE said | 
he noticed that the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn shook his head, but had he 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: With good 
work and low prices, it does not matter 
what language you talk. It is purely a 
question of price. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE said 
those were the considerations which he 
desired to place before the Committee, 
and as for the larger questions he wished 
to raise, he thought they could be dis- 
eussed with greater advantage upon the 
Foreign Oftice Vote. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he wished 
to move a reduction of this Vote because, 
in his opinion, the War Office conducted 
this business with absolute extravagance, 
and in many cases the expenditure was 
useless. They had all listened to the 
noble Lord’s conciliatory remarks with 
interest, but he did not attach very much 
weight to them, and he should have pre- 
ferred some assurance from the Prime 
Minister that he would give the matter 
of the inefficiency of the diplomatic and 
consular services his most serious atten- 
tion. Although he did not wish to say 
that they did not require able men as | 
Ministers in foreign countries, he desired 
to point out that, in his opinion, it was 
useless to have highly-paid officials in 
places like Bavaria, Darmstadt, Saxony, 
and Montenegro. The amount charged | 


in the Estimates for the Minister Resident 
in Bavaria was £1,500 a year, and £200 | 
for a house ; for Darmstadt the amount 
was £500 for the Secretary of Legation, | 
and £200 for a house; in Montenegro | 


VOL. XCVII. 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


{19 JuLty 1901} 


° ‘ 
| got one in Germany. 








1022 


the Minister Resident received £1,300 
and £200 for a house; and in Saxony 
the Minister Resident was paid £950 and 
£200 fora house. He thought the Com- 
mittee would agree with him when he 
said that those were items of great ex- 
travagance. He wished to associate 
himself with the hon. Member who had 
laid stress upon the fact that this country 


Service Estimates. 


ought to have more commercial 
attachés. In the Estimates he noticed 


that they had no commercial attaché in 
the United States. 
Viscount CRANBORNE: 
have a commercial agent. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR pointed out 
that they had commercial attachés in 
Spain and in Portugal, but they had not 
He found that 
Germany, Denmark, Holland, Sweden, 


No, but we 


and Norway were grouped together 
under one commercial attaché. He con- 


sidered that he had made out his ease 
that Foreign Office affairs were conducted 
on obsolete, extravagant, and, in many 
cases, useless methods, and that they 
ought to be put upon a commercial basis. 

The cost of their diplomacy in Darm- 
stadt, Bavaria, and Saxony amounted to 
some £5,000 a year, while they only paid 
some £5,000 a year altogether for com- 
mercial attachés throughout the world. 
That was the niggardly sum which they 
were able to extract from the Foreign 
Office for this purpose. In his opinion 
the country suffered immeasurably be- 
cause of the want of attention and busi- 
ness aptitude on the part of this Depart- 
ment. It was every day becoming more 
necessary for England to keep pace with 
foreign nations in those matters. Ger- 
many had commercial attachés over here 
investigating English inventions, and it 
was absurd for England to rely upon 
private traders in this matter. With 
regard to the expenditure in rent upon 
these commercial attachés, if those 
attachés were doing their work eft- 
ciently they ought not to require a house. 
They ought to be travelling through all 
the principal cities making themselves 
acquainted with the various factories and 
trades. He agreed with what had been 
said as to the need on the part of our 
representatives abroad of a knowledge of 
foreign languages. Unless our com- 
mercial attachés were able to speak 

2P 
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fluently the language of the countries to 
which they were sent, they could not 
supply reliable reports. It was impera- 
tive that our commercial interests should 
receive more attention. In South 
America they had a most inefficient staff, 
although trade with that part of the 
world was increasing daily. He had 
learned for the first time in that debate 
that they had a kind of commercial agent 
in the United States, and he wished to 
know what that commercial agent got. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: He gets 
£500 a year. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that they 
paid £500 to the commercial agent in 
America, while in a small State like 
Bavaria they paid £1,700 for work which 
was very inefficiently done. He simply 
wished to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the fact that it was necessary 
that their commercial interests abroad 
should receive more attention, because 
they had to compete with other nations 
who were now able to oust them in the 
various markets of the world. So long 
as those interests were maintained, and 
so long as the British Government were 
alive to the value of those interests, he 
considered that they would always be 
able to hold their own in any commercial 
enterprise which they undertook. If 
some assurance could be given that use- 
less Ministers would be recalled and 
proper commercial attachés would be 
appointed, he thought the nation would 
b2 reassured that the prestige of the 
country which they were fast losing 
would be upheld. 


Motion made and Question proposed. 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£3,550.” —( Ur. Louis Sinclair.) 


Viscount CRANBORNE: I hope my 
hon. friend will not press this matter, for 
this reason. I have already recognised 
that something ought to be done in the 
Foreign Office in order to develop still 
further the commercial work which has 
been undertaken, but Rome was not 
built in a day. With the great com- 
petition which we now see, I do not deny 
that a new era has been entered upon, 
and that we require to use our diplomatic 
channels for the purpose suggested. The 
information my hon. friend requires, 
however, is not to be obtained centrally— 


Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


{COMMONS} 
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that is, by a particular attaché in a par- 
ticular country. It will be necessary to 
subdivide to a much greater degree, anda 
great charge will be entailed on the public 
revenue. It really lies as much with the 
House as with the Government to deter- 
mine what we are to spend on the Con- 
sular service. Not long ago the Govern- 
ment were approached on behalf of the 
chambers of commerce and it was urged 
that we had not enough consular repre- 
sentatives in the inland towns of France. 
When, however, the question was asked 
where new consular appointments were 
desired, only one town was suggested. 
Do not let the Committee imagine that I 
am bringing any charge against the 
chambers of commerce, but, in the face 
of an attitude of this kind, it is impossible 
to feel so strong on this point as my hon, 
friend who last addressed the Committee 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR asked if the 
noble Lord would say something about 
the useless Ministers in Bavaria, Darm- 
stadt, Saxony, and Montenegro. 

ViscountT CRANBORNE: The gist 
of my hon. friend’s argument was that 
we ought to have more representatives 
abroad. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: 
sters ; commercial attaches. 

Viscount CRANBORNE: We want 
some change by which reliable informa- 
tion can reach us on this question. If 
the Foreign Office changes its policy, and 
goes more fully into commercial! questions, 
these legations might serve as centres 
from which commercial information 
might be supplied; therefore | think it 
will be very unwise to destroy these 


Not Mini- 


missions. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said. he men- 
tioned Montenegro specially. 

Viscount CRANBORNE: I think 
the: hon. Member has been. a little too 
hasty in his criticism. What the Foreign 
Offices wishes to do is not to restrict and 
reduce the number of. these officers, but 
to multiply them. Montenegro is an 
undeveloped country, where it would be 
most unwise to remove the Minister. 

Mr.. LOUIS SINCLAIR said that 
after the assurances which had_ been 
given by the noble Lord he would ask 

permission to withdraw his motion. 
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Motion, by leave, withdrawn. | Foreign Office was not a Department 
which existed for the purpose of govern- 
ing territories or carrying on wars, and 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | was liable to make mistakes which a 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he sympathised | Department accustomed to administra- 
with the views expressed by the hon. | tion would be less likely to make. The 
Member who had just withdrawn his | best friends of the Office also believed 
motion, and he hoped something would | that its energies were distracted from its 
be done in this direction next year. In| proper work by the attempt to govern 
former days small German legations | territories. He would now point to 
were of importance, although their | certain new facts. A Paper had been 
importance had now diminished. There | circulated that day relating to the Uganda 
were also justifiable grounds for the | Railway, which contained an observation 
attacks which had been made on the | by the able Indian officer who had been 
Foreign Office with regard to the distri- | called in to advise the Foreign Office, 
bution of the consulates. The par- | which went to the root of the whole 
ticular matter which he desired to bring | question, and which raised the subject 
before the Committee was one which had | Which he was now raising. He said— 
very often been considered by the Com- | “The truth, I think, is that more could have 
mittee in the past, and in bringing it | been got out of both the Indians and natives 
before the Committee upon this occasion | bs Africa if the officers who were placed over 
: , nem had been better acquainted with their 
he would try and confine himself to new | janguage and customs.” 
information, without repeating what had 
been said in previous debates. This 
Vote contained the salary of the Consul- 
General at Zanzibar in respect of his | 
general supervision of British consuls 
in East Africa, and he wished to draw 


Original Question again proposed. 


Our employment of persons who were 
| not properly educated to deal with such 
very difficult districts really lay at the 
root of the whole question, for we had 
| been forced in Zanzibar and the coast 
attention to the policy pursued in Zanzi- rey ei — vit ~ ae _— my 
bar and along that coast, and to the |) rena wenn ee va eee Sg 

IR sai . |bar gentlemen held views in regard to 
opinions held by those who avacintesd less | slavery which were not the views held in 
represented this country there in regard | ite scenes. Camate correspondence 
to the subject of slavery. Some other had been presented that session which 
questions connected with British East threw an entirely new light on this 
Africa, such as the war which the Foreign question of slavery so far as its defenders 
Office had carried on and the extra- were concerned. Statements had been 
arrgd , finance of the protectorate, | frequently made in the past as to the 
would arise more properly on another way in which our hands were tied in 


V Aa ae oe : 
vote. He noticed that there was a Vote | East Africa on account of the assurances 
inaid of the revenues. They had already 


d ae Gi pdr acme | which were given when the mainland 
Pet a Te ee r oh ary | territories of the Sultan were taken over 
ager ag this Ya “4 7 at that the religion, laws, and customs of 
ro of the ae The Fore; ; geo | the people would continue to be respected. 

™ peng H = ae és ri 'The defence of the Foreign Office for 
come to this gs os i sae his ‘years had been that promises were given 
ae cae pe eS ~ oe iy MS'in the name of the Government. Those 
item, and for Supplementary Votes for | wlio were opposed to slavery in East 
very large amounts. | Africa had always pointed out that 

Viscount CRANBORNE: Not for | the Sultan of Zanzibar was bound to this 
the war. country by long-standing engagements 
‘ s ‘ 'to put down slavery, but in spite 

Si CHARLES DILKE said there was | of the engagements they had always 
no separate account for the war, and the | heen told of these promises. The Blue- 
money was spent in aid of the revenues of hook recently published contained in 
British East Africa. The matter which |. memorandum received in April of 
he proposed to discuss was connected in| ast. year and laid before the House 
the minds of many with the general | this year, in which Sir Lloyd Mathews 
view which they entertained that the | gave his own account of what took place 
2P2 











1027 


when the administration of the main- | 
land territories of the Sultan was taken | 
over by the Government from the) 
British East Africa Company. Sir Lloyd 
Mathews said that Sir Arthur Hardinge 
asked him to address the people and 
explain to them the change which was 
taking place, and tell them that it made 
no difference to His Highness’s subjects ; 
and he informed those present that 
their religion, laws, and customs would 
continue to be respected, and that the 
religion of Islam would remain the 
religion of the people. That was a very 
general promise. It was almost exactly 
in the same terms as had always been 
made in India when we had occasion to 
take over a new dominion. In the case 
ot the annexations in India early in 
the last century, although a promise 
had been made in similar terms, it had 
never been held to bind this country with 
regard to slavery, and it had never 
prevented this country from applying 
the ordinary laws to the custom. of 
slavery in India. Sir Lloyd Mathews ad- 
mitted that slavery was not mentioned. 
He submitted to the Committee that 
this memorandum put a wholly new 
complexion on the promise which they 
had always been told was given in 
regard to slavery in British East Africa. 
Sir Lloyd Mathews did not profess that 
any allusion was made to slavery on 
that oceasion. All he said was that 
the people must have understood that 
slavery was included in the assurance 
which was given in regard to religion, 
laws, and customs. He could not hold 
that what Sir Arthur Hardinge said 
constituted the pledge which had always 
been supposed to tie our hands in British 
East Africa. In the annual report 
of our representative in German East 
Africa it was stated that persons who 
were arrested by the German authorities 
at Bagamoyo for engaging in the slave 
traffic earned their livelihood by kid- 
napping children and selling them in 
Zanzibar. That official statement went 
a long way to confirm their views and to 
corroborate the statement made by an 
Austrian officer that he had seen slaves 
sold in Zanzibar. 
not believe the statement when it was 
first made. 

ViscounT CRANBORNE: What date ? 
*Str CHARLES DILKE: Last year. 
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He confessed he did | 
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until he read the report from our own 
official representative in German East 
Africa. The opponents of the slave 
trade had had on their side not only Sir 
John Kirk, a former representative of 
this country in British East Africa, but 
also Colonel Lugard, who in constantly 
passing through the territory had the 
opportunity of forming a clear opinion 
on the subject. There were also un- 
official persons like Bishop Tucker, who 
had told the country that the time had 
come when the legal recognition of 
slavery there ought to be got rid of. 
The right hon. Gentleman urged that 
the immediate abolition of the legal 
status of slavery in the coast strip would 
be perfectly consistent with the general 
promise which was given to observe the 
customs of the people, and moved to 
reduce the Vote, in respect of the salary 
of the Consul-General in East Africa, 
by £100. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item P (Consular Salaries) be 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary 
of the Consul-General in East Africa.” — 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden), in supporting the protest of 
his right hon. friend, said the reduction 
of the number of slaves in Zanzibar and 
Pemba from 100,000 in 1897 to 53.000 
to-day was attributable, not to action on 
the part of our officials, but mainly 
to a horrible mortality, 30,000 having 
died within the last three years. Owing 
to an epidemic of small-pox 20,000 died, 
and it was admitted that 5,000 had 
disappeared in some way or another. 
It was also admitted that of these 5,000 
a large number had been kidnapped 
almost before the eyes of our officials 
and taken to other countries. They 
were informed on such authority as they 
could get—such as Bishop Tucker and 
Mr. E. J. Martin—that there were 
upwards of 200,000 slaves on the main- 
land strip of the Sultan of Zanzibar's 
territory. There were about 2,000,000 
negroes in East Africa proper, and about 
4,000,000 negroes in Uganda and neigh- 
bouring territory. A large number of 
these, if not in actual slavery, were, at 
any rate, in a kind of domestic slavery 
very near akin to it, and therefore the 
question was a very important one. He 
believed the people of this country, if they 


Service Estimates. 


He entirely discredited the statement | only realised that the British flag was 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


102! 


flyin 
in 

den: 
stro 
adm 
take 
year 
debi 
pres 
men 
amel 
deer 
atior 
mar] 
slave 
limit 
was ] 
after 
was 

of th 
Zanz 
to ol 
to ¢¢ 
Lord 
shoul 
main! 
two | 
of th 
Cura 
owing 
quent 
preve! 
Office 
takin, 
an int 
toms 

fore, 

Lord 

He w 
definit 
given 
forme 
did ni 
that d 
not at 
pretati 
surely 
thing 
system 
recogn 
had en 
but th 
desire 
of the 
than b 
tions 

territor 
that th 
the isl: 





1028 


own 
Kast 
slave 
ly Sir 
ve of 
i, but 
cantly 
d the 
inion 
9 un- 
. who 
e had 
mn of 
id of 
| that 
legal 
would 
eneral 
ve the 
ed to 
salary 
\frica, 


posed, 
s) be 
Salary 
Ca. — 
affron 
est of 
uction 
ir and 
53.000 
ion on 
nainly 
having 
Owing 
) died, 
had 
vother. 
5.000 
rapped 
fficials 

They 
is they 
er and 

were 
- main- 
zibar'’s 
00,000 
| about 
neigh- 
ber of 
ere, at 
slavery 
yre the 
e. He 
if they 
ug was 





1029 Supply—Civil 
flying over an enormous number of slaves 
in our African Protectorates, would 


denounce the Government for not taking 


stronger action than they had. He 
admitted that the Government had 
taken action during the last five or six 


years, but that was attributable to such 
debates as the present,and to the constant 
pressure brought to bear on the Govern- 
ment with the view of obtaining the 
amelioration of the slave population. A 
decree was passed forbidding the import- 
ation of slaves into the island ; the slave 
markets were closed; the exchange of 
slaves was prohibited ; a decree was passed 
limiting the right of inheritance ; a decree 
was passed declaring that allchildren born 
after 1900 should be free ; and a decree 
was passed in 1897 whereby the whole 
of the slave population in the islands of 
Zanzibar and Pemba were to be allowed 
to obtain their freedom if they applied 
to certain courts. In 1895 the First 
Lord of the Treasury promised that steps 
should be taken to abolish slavery on the 
mainland, and the promise was renewed 
two years later. But when fulfilment 
of this promise was pressed for, Lord 
Curzon said the time was not opportune, 
owing to wars, and Lord Selborne subse- 
quently said the unsettled state of Uganda 
prevented it. Then, later, the Foreign 
Office found an excuse in an under- 
taking given by Sir Lloyd Mathews at 
an indaba to the Arabs that their cus- 


toms should be preserved, and, there- 
fore, according to the instructions of 


Lord Kimberley, slavery was permitted. 
He wrote to Lord Kimberley asking 
definitely whether instructions had been 
given to permit slavery, and he was in- 
formed in reply that the instructions 
did not deal with slavery. But from 
that day to this the Foreign Office had 
not attempted to put the right inter- 
pretation upon those instructions, and 
surely the time had come when some- 


thing should be done to abolish the 
system of slavery on the mainland. He 


recognised fully how loyally our officials 
had endeavoured to work in East Africa, 
bit they seemed more actuated by a 
desire to secure the material prosperity 
of the islands and increase of revenue 
than by those humanitarian considera- 
tions that should have influence in 
territory under British protection. Now 
that the slaves could obtain freedom on 
the islands there was an unpopularity 


{19 JuLy 1901} 
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connected with freedom which deserved 
the consideration of the Foreign Office. 
Dr. O’Sullivan-Beare in his report upon 
the island of Pemba for 1899 said— 

“A very satisfactory feature in connection 
with the Anti-Slavery Decree is the fact that 
it has caused the development amongst the 
Arabs of habits of energy and of self- help, in 
which they had formerly been so sadly lack- 
ing. To me it has been very interesting to 
note the gradual improvement in their charac- 
ter from many points of view, under the 
influence of their changed conditions. 

The fact that the Pemba Arabs have shaken 
off, to a great extent, their former habits of 
sloth and indifference is obvious and indisput- 
able. At first when the terms of the Anti- 
Slavery Decree had been made known to 
them they were completely discouraged, and 
gave ear only to the counsels of despair. 
They regarded life as intolerable without the 
ministrations of their slaves in all capacities, 


and they were utterly unable to grasp 
the possibilities and advantages of paid 
labour. Gradually, however, they have 


plucked up their courage and they are now 
grappling manfully with the difficulties of 
their altered circumstances. Again, it 
isto be noted that Arabs of good family com- 
pete keenly for those situations under Govern- 
ment which are open to them, but the accept- 
ance of which, formerly, would have entailed 
upon them the loss of that ‘‘ heshima ” (respect), 
to which Arabs attach so much importance. 

The abolition of the legal status of 
slavery appears to be exerting a beneficial! 
influence already with regard to the birth-rate 
among the servile population, which formerly 
was abnormally and suspiciously low. The 
insufficient diet of the women and the hard 
labour which they had to perform were doubt- 
less factors which accounted, in part, for the- 
paucity of children amongst a people who are 
very prolific by nature.” : 
Mr. J. P. Last, Zanzibar Government 
Commissioner, summarised the situation 
as follows— 

‘The freed slave, in fact, becomes an out- 
cast as far as all his past associations and 
companions are concerned. His former owner 
will not know him, and his late companions 
will not recognise him. He has no home, no 
friends or companions, no one to go to in the 
time of trouble; he may die of sickness and 
want, and few there will be to lend a helping 
hand. The slave freed by law (or the white 
man, which is the same thing to the native 
mind) loses nearly all he has of any material 
advantage to him when he accepts legal 
freedom, and in place of enjoying these ad- 
vantages he finds himself almost a pariah and 
alone in the world.” 


The passing of the decree had been in 
the main satisfactory, and it only re- 
quired certain regulations to be passed 
by the Foreign Office to prevent a system 
growing up which made freedom un- 
popular. The conditions among the 
slave population on the island of Pemba 


‘were, he believed, different from those on 
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the island of Zanzibar. A missionary | 
who had just returned from the island 
of Pemba informed him that there was 
no such thing as social ostracism on that 
island. The regulations of the Foreign 
Office were really responsible for slavery 
being a popular institution on the island 
of Zanzibar. Over and over again they 
had protested in this House, and experi- 
ence had proved that free and forced 
labour never worked well side by side. 
The one must be taken away from the 
other. He was sure the people of the 
British Empire desired to see an entire 
system of free labour adopted. We 
ought to put an end to the legal status 
of slavery, as we did in Algeria, India, 
and elsewhere. The jails of Zanzibar 
were filled almost exclusively with 
vagrants who were formerly slaves, but 
that was entirely due to the system of 
compensation set up by the Government. 
He was not surprised that our African 
officials were now protesting against the 
continuation of that system. Sir Lloyd 
Mathews, in his memorandum, dated 
19th January, 1901, described a simple 
form of verbal contract which he had 
seen carried out in a large plantation in 
Zanzibar, by which the labourers paid 
in work a fair equivalent for their houses, 
holdings, and care during sickness, and 
he added— 

“Tfsuch can be carried out, the question of 
compensation will be almost entirely done 
away with, and plantation labour will become 
organised and more satisfactory. With local 
contracts in force we may then estimate the 
number of labourers we fall short of in the 
islands. To supplement these I suggest asking 
Her Majesty’s Government to allow us to 
draw upon the mainland Protectorate, from 
the Wadigo, Wadruma, Wanyika, Wagiriama, 
Wakamba, and Wa ‘Teita, from Mombasa, 
and, if necessary, to make arrangements with 
the Uganda Protectorate for a supply of 
labour through Mr. James Martin. Also that | 
having known these tribes intimately in the 
past, and Mr. Alexander having known them 
within the past few years, when the 
time comes and supplementary labour is 
needed, we may be allowed personally to 
proceed to the East Coast Protectorate 
to make our own arrangements with the tribes 
and Protectorate officials. There is little to 
ask of the Protectorates in return for the 
many thousands of porters and soldiers we 
have supplied the Imperial Company and Her 
Majesty’s Government with for the last twelve 
years. . . If such a scheme was under- 
taken by one of the Zanzibar firms, or a com- 
pany, the labourers instead of contracting with 
the owner of the plantation, would be drafted 
in gangs by the merchant to wherever they 
were required, and the merchant would alone 


Mr. J. A. Pease. 


{COMMONS} 
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be responsible for their wages and up-keep, he 
making his own terms for their employment.” 
There was a direct recommendation in 
Mr. Last’s letter of 10th January, 1901, 
that compensation should be abolished, 
When he put a question the other day 


'to the Under Secretary for Foreign 


Affairs whether the recommendation 
would be carried out the noble Lord 
replied that the matter was one for the 
Sultan of Zanzibar. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: 
first instance. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE said he was quite 
sure that if a little pressure were put on 
the Sultan by the Foreign Office he 
would readily conform to the suggestions 
emanating from that quarter in connec- 
tion with this matter. What happened 
when a slave went into court and ob- 
tained freedom ? The master got com- 
pensation, and the slave left that master 
to seek work elsewhere. 


CRANBORNE: 


In the 


VISCOUNT Not 


always. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE: Very frequently. 
He thought the noble Lord would find, 
if he perused the Papers again, that there 
was a passage in which allusion was made 
to the fact that the slaves, after being 
freed, endeavoured to find work with 
somebody else. The very fact that there 
was a certain amount of social ostracism 
in the Island of Zanzibar tended to drive 
the freed slaves from the masters with 
whom they were accustomed to serve 
to other masters elsewhere. If we could 
only put an end to this system by naming 
a day in advance after which no com- 
pensation would be paid, he felt satisfied 
that advantageous results would follow 
from that course. Let slavery — be 
abolished absolutely, for gradual emanci- 
pation had not proved a_ satisfactory 
method of dealing with it. There was a 
labour difficulty in the islands, but he 
believed a remedy would be found in 
giving freedom to all the slave popula- 
tion rather than by carrying out a sug- 
gestion from Sir Lloyd Mathews that 
men should be brought from the main- 
land, for that would be little better than 
introducing a system of forced labour. 
What he asked the Government to do 
was to meet, as far as they could, the 
reasonable views which were held by all 








1033 

huma 
they 

thing 
tinuat 
pretat 
(rover 
mend: 
to the 
the ¢ 
super’ 
for tl 
indigo 
initiat 
but h 
the di 
island, 
the pe 
agreed 
of the 
would 
deal, r 
but th 


VIS¢ 
tion w 
gaged - 
to the 
settled 
slavery 
but els 
regret 
anyone 
Govern 
abolitio 
way. | 
I shoule 
referen 
Baronet 
general! 
torate. 
charge 
the mi: 
Africa ¢ 
partme! 
mans! 
matter | 


FSIR ( 
case of 
had trai 
languag 


Vise 
that wa 
had the 
this kin 
man thi 
be bette 
than th 
a happy 











1032 


ep, he 
ient.” 
m in 
1901, 
shed, 
’ day 
reign 
ation 
Lord 
r the 


the 


juite 
it on 
> he 
tions 
mnec- 
ened 
| ob- 
com- 
aster 


Not 


ntly. 
find, 
here 
nade 
elng 
with 
here 
cism 
lrive 
with 
erve 
ould 
ning 
-om- 
sfied 
llow 

be 
incl- 
tory 
as a 
t+ he 
1 in 
yula- 
sug: 
that 
ain- 
han 


our. 
» do 

the 
y all 








1033 Supply—Civil {19 Jury 1901} Service Estimates. 1034 


humanitarians, no matter to what party | matic business, but in my opinion no 
they belonged. He asked that some-| arrangement could be more unsuitable 
thing should be done to prevent the con-' than that it should be in the 
tinuation of slavery owing to a misinter- hands of the India Office or the 
pretation of the law. He wanted the! Colonial Office. I firmly believe that 
Government to carry out the recom- the Foreign Office is better qualified 
mendations of their consuls with regard than any other to deal with Zanzibar. 
to the establishing of farms to promote But I have risen to deal with the question 
the cultivation of the soil under the’ of slavery. The hon. Member quoted a 
supervision of skilled and capable men. | passage from a consul’s report in which 
for the production of coffee, rubber, it was stated that the writer had heard 
indigo, ete. The Arabs had very little that certain natives whom he met gained 
initiative in regard to new industries, their livelihood by selling children in 
but he hoped efforts would be made in Zanzibar. I need not say how absolutely 
the direction indicated, not only on the contrary this is not only to our sentiment 
island, but on the mainland. He trusted but to the express law which governs 
the people of this country, who were Zanzibar and our Protectorate. If such 
agreed as to the wisdom of the extension a thing exists it ought to be put down 
of the British Empire in East Africa, with the strongest hand. I confess I do 
would supply the necessary means to not believe it. J do not call in question 
deal, not only with material prosperity, the good faith of the consul, much less 
but the humanitarian side of the problem. , that of the right hon. Baronet, but I 

m : “ae cannot help thinking that this rumour 
_Viscount CRANBORNE: The ques- has little iad Wherever we have 
tion which the Committee are now en-| authority the slave trade is put down 
gaged in discussing is one which appeals absolutely. I cannot believe that our 
to the right feeling of the country. The officers could not have heard of such 
settled policy of this country is to abolish a gross, flagrant violation of every rule 
slavery, not only in our own dominions, | »ade for the government of that de 
but elsewhere ; and I should very much pendency. Where we have power there 
regret if any words of mine should lead jg no slayery—no buying and selling— 
anyone to believe that the zeal of the and large sums are spent annually in put- 
Government or their supporters for the ting down the traftic in slaves. We are 
abolition of slavery has weakened in any as convinced as the hon. Member that 
way. But before referring to that matter <Jayery is as bad for the master as for the 
Ishould like to say one or two words with | Jaye, ‘and perhaps worse. The existence 
reference to the remarks of the right hon. of slavery produces idleness, sloth, and 
Baronet in criticism of the Foreign Office eryelty, and a whole crop of vice. I do 
generally with regard to the Protec- not say that the freed slave is always 
torate. It was said that the officers in happy. Let us in this Committee speak 
charge were not fully acquainted with the truth to one another. The freed 
the management of the natives of lave, I repeat, is not always happy. On 
Africa and those from India. What De- the contrary, there is evidence in the 
partment could the right hon, Gentle- Blye-book to show that the position of a 
man suggest that would manage the freed slave is in many respects not 
matter or understand it better ? so happy as when he was still 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE said in the im slavery. As a slave he had a master 
case of all the other Departments they on whom he could rely, and who had 
had trained civil servants who spoke the obligations thrown upon him. In saying 
language of the people. that I do not mean that I am in favour 
of slavery—on the contrary; still it is 
Viscount CRANBORNE: No doubt important that the Committee should 
that was the case, but what experience recollect that we are dealing with a subtle 
had the Colonial Office of a question of and complex problem. What, then, 
this kind? Does the right hon. Gentle- are the limiting conditions of this very 
man think that the Colonial Office would | subtle problem? In the first place, 
be better qualified to deal with Zanzibar | slavery must be abolished. That must 
than the Foreign Office? Zanzibar is be the groundwork of the policy of any 
a happy hunting ground in the diplo-: Government ; but we must beware of 
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undue precipitancy in carrying out what 
is essentially a good policy. As a matter 
of fact, the evidence from the 
books shows that in many cases the slave 
does not want to be freed. It would not 
be very respectful on my part to criticise 
former Acts of this House, but if anyone 
were to read the Papers he would see 
the great difficulties under which the 
pressure of the House of Commons has 
sometimes put the British Administration. 
At one time, for instance, the courts of 
Zanzibar and Pemba insisted that when 
a slave applied for his freedom he must 
show that he had some means of sub- 
sistence before he got it. A great “‘ row ”’ 
was made in the House, and the Govern- 
ment sent peremptory orders that the 
practice was no longer to obtain. What 
was the result?) The number of convic- 
tions for petty offences at once nearly 
doubled themselves; prostitution in- 
creased greatly in Zanzibar, and in 
Pemba nearly every unmarried native 
woman had become a prostitute. That is 
according to the statement of Mr. Cave. 
The Government do not propose to go 
back on their decision ; but these facts 
show the dangers of precipitancy ; for 
prostitution is an infinitely worse evil 
than slavery. The right hon. Baronet 
made light of the promise which has been 
given; but His Majesty’s Government 
cannot make light of any promise made 
by this country, whether to British 
working-men or to slave-owners. That 
promise must be kept. The words of 
Lord Kimberley’s despatch are clear. 
“You may take steps, on taking over the 
administration, to make it clear that, asregards 
religion, law, and the Sultan’s sovereignty, no 
difference is made by the change.” 
Slavery is part of the Mohammedan re- 
ligion ; and the impression which those 
words produced on Sir A. Hardinge and 
Sir Lloyd Mathews was that slavery 
was included in them; and the latter 
officer declared that “all ancient customs 
would be allowed to continue.’” What- 
ever Lord Kimberley may have intended, 
the point is that on the strength of his 
language his subordinates entered into 
certain engagements when we undertook 
to administer the Protectorates. The 
Government cannot go back upon that 
promise. But it must not be imagined 
that this slavery is the odious thing 
generally understood. No slave trade is 
allowed. No one is born a slave; and 


Viscount Cranborne. 
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|no one can inherit slaves except in the 
| direct line. 
Blue- | 
‘But that is not all. 


So that, at the very worst, 
slavery is a dying and disappearing thing. 
The great vice of 
slavery consists in the uncontrolled power 
of one man over another, and in the 
awful cruelty and immorality which 
follow. But on the mainland, if any 
owner is cruel to his slave, he is brought 
before the courts and severely punished, 
and not only the slave in question but 
all his fellow-slaves are set free. The 
whole effort and tendency of British 
administration is to abolish slavery ; and 
in Mombasa it has actually  disap- 
peared, because it is incompatible with 
British government. ‘The Government 
do not say that they must go no 
further. On the contrary, we believe 
that slavery must be abolished in all its 
details: but the change must be gra- 
dually brought about, and there must be 
an intervening period. Do those who 
accuse the Government of meanness and 
want of energy in this matter reflect on 
what the Government have done in 
building the Uganda Railway? No 
accusation of meanness or want of energy 
ean be brought against the Govern- 
ment when it is recognised what sums 
of money they have expended, and what 
energy they have displayed in making the 
Uganda Railway. The Government both 
in expenditure and effort have donea great 
work in civilising that part of Africa, and 
especially in abolishing slavery. They 
will complete the work they have com- 
menced, and I earnestly hope the Com- 


mittee will have confidence in British 
Ministers and officials. 
*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Poplar, 


Tower Hamlets) said he had listened with 
profound disappointment to the speech 
of the noble Lord. He had hoped that 
when changes were made in the Ministry 
they would have had a new _ broom, 
sweeping better than the old. Nobody 
desired to say anything against Sir 
Arthur Hardinge as an official, but it 
was quite clear that his sympathy was 
not with the freeing of the slaves—that 
wasseen from his despatches. He had 
listened with great care to what fell from 
the right hon. Gentleman, and he hin- 
self had taken part in many debates in 
the House, but he had never heard the 
principle, which he thought was held by 
every Englishman, that slavery should 
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not exist under the British flag damned 
with such faint praise as it had been by 
the noble Lord. He had used every argu- 
ment that could be urged by Foreign 
Office officials in favour, first, of doing 
nothing; secondly, of going slowly ; 
and, thirdly, of letting the matter rest 
whenever possible. The noble Lord and the 
Foreign Office had done, of late, little or 
nothing in favour of freeing slaves in the 
islands of Zanzibar and Pemba. It was 
obvious from the Blue-books on_ this 
subject that the officials on the spot 
were imbued with the feeling that the 
question of slavery was of no great 
moment in England, and that to raise 
it made their administration more diffi- 
cult. You could not make an omelette 
without breaking eggs, and slaves could 
not be freed without trouble and expense. 
The Foreign Office had always, as a 
Department, lagged behind public opinion 
in regard to the freedom of slaves. It 
had always seen a lion in the path, and it 
had always been anxious to delay, or to 
deal with this matter with caution, and to 
avoid the ** precipitancy *’ which the noble 
Lord so much dislikes—that had always 
heen its attitude. In the case of Zanzibar 
and Pemba the noble Lord seemed to 
think they might rest satisfied with the 
present conditions of slow progress, 
because year by year so many slaves 
received their freedom, but out of 
100,000 slaves—— 

Viscount CRANBORNE: No, 50,000 
at the outside. 

*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am in- 
cluding those on the mainland. 

Viscount CRANBORNE: I mean 


on the islands. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said if they 
took the figures of the noble Lord, out of 
50,000 slaves the Committee would 
hardly credit the fact that the number 
of slaves manumitted since the law came 
into force was only 12,000. 

Viscount CRANBORNE: | 13,000. 
*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Well, 
12,000 or 13,000. 

Viscount CRANBORNE said _ the 
slaves he spoke of had been freed by pro- 
cess of law. Others had been freed in 
other ways. 

*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON contended | 
that during the six years that the decree 
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| had been in force only a small proportion 
of the slaves in Zanzibar and Pemba had 
received their freedom. He was anxious 
to deal with this matter with patience. 
and they were certainly not so impatient 
as the Colonial Secretary was in 1894, 
when he said that the Liberal Govern- 
ment had done nothing at all in this 
matter. But, even if the question: was 
not to be dealt with wholesale, the 
Government had done little to carry out 
the pledges given and the promises made 
by the present Colonial Secretary five 
or six yearsago. He would not again 
refer to the islands, because there the 
gradual freeing of the slaves was going 
on, though very slowly. But on the 
mainland practically all that had been 
done during the last ten years of British 
control was that children born during 
that time should be free and the slaves of 
those dying without children should also 
be free. The Government should take 
some practical step in regard to this mat- 
ter; but their idea was to do nothing at 
all, but to let the matter drift With re- 
gard to the expansion of the Uganda 
Railway as a method of enabling slaves 
to obtain freedom, the base of the railway 
ran ten miles by the coast, through terri- 
tory in which slavery was practically 
recognised under the British flag. Year 
after year the Government had made 
excuses for delay. Last year they fell 
back on what they considered was an 
absolute bar to progress—that in 1895, 
Lord Kimberley—then Foreign Minister 
—through the mouth of his representa- 
tives gave a pledge in regard to slavery 
to which this country must adhere. But 
this was an after-thought. It was intro- 
duced to give the Government a further 
excuse for doing nothing, because if that 
promise was given at all, it was given 
in 1895. It was given by Lord Kim- 
berley, but before it was ratified the 
Liberal Government had resigned and 
Lord Salisbury was Prime Minister ; and 
Lord Salisbury had the conduct of this 
matter in 1895. But in 1897 the present 
Leader of the House gave as complete and 
emphatica pledge in regard to this matter 
as any Minister could do. He said the 
Government earnestly desired to carry 
out on the mainland of the East Coast 
Protectorate what they were carrying 
out on the islands. That was to say, he 
gave a pledge that in a short time slavery 


‘should be abolished on the mainland as 
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in the islands. 
thought, owed the Committee some ex- 
planation in regard to this matter. It 
must be obvious, he felt sure, that no 
British Minister could have intended for 
ne moment to give a pledge, in a terri- 
ory over which they were to have full 
control, that for all future time slavery 
was to exist under the British Crown. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Certainly 


not. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that if 
Lord Kimberley did not give that pledge, 
what was the object of the noble Lord 
the Under Secretary saying that ‘‘ he 
gave a pledge and we must stick to it ”’ ? 
That Lord Kimberley never intended to 
give such a pledge was evidenced by Sir 
Lloyd Mathews himself—the local agent 
by whose words they were supposed to 
be bound—who had declared that all he 
said was in regard to law and religion, 
and that he did not say anything with 
regard to the question of slavery. That 
was not a pledge, he submitted, which 
should bind the House in regard to this 
matter. But, even if the pledge existed, 
there was an alternative—to compen- 
sate the owners, and so to get rid 
of slavery. And, rather than that 
slavery should exist under the British flag, 
he should be prepared, even under present 
financial difficulties, to pay any matter 
of compensation, within reasonable limits, 
that might be necessary in order to get 
rid of this curse to society. It was idle 
to suggest that the Sultan of Zanzibar 
was a difficulty or stumbling block in 
this matter, because when two years ago 
it was desired to promulgate the law of 
1889 to which the Sultan objected, as 
he thought it would make his position 
more difficult, the British Government 
promulgated the law over his head. The 
Government, if they were really earnest 
in this matter, ought to have come down 
to the House and made some proposal in 
regard to it. He did not desire to 
make this matter a party question, 
but he could not help expressing his 
profound regret at the tone of the 
speech of the noble Lord. He had 
hoped that the noble Lord might have 
broken through the traditions of the 
Foreign Office in this matter, and he still 
hoped that when he had been longer in 
the office he so worthily filled they might 





Mr. Sydney Buxton, 


{COMMONS} 


The Government, he| 
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be able to welcome him as a convert to 


| the principle of the immediate and rapid 


emancipation of the slaves, both on the 
islands and on the mainland, and that he 
would remove a grave scandal from the 
British name. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) said that it was perfectly 
plain from the letters in the Blue-book 
issued upon this subject that slavery 
was largely due to the absence of men- 
of-war in these waters. He would like 
to know why those men-of-war were 
removed ; they were the police of these 
seas, and money had been voted by the 
country to retain them there, and they 
had no business to be removed. In his 
opinion a census should be taken of all 
the inhabitants of these islands, both 
those who were free and those who were 
not, showing what privileges each person 
had. It would not be an expensive thing 
to do, and a great deal of useful inform- 
ation would be thereby obtained with 
regard to slavery in the islands. The 
Committee had not heard in this debate 
quite so much from the noble Lord as 
from his predecessors in the office which 
he held as to what the Mohammedan feel- 
ing was with regard to slavery. It was 
an extraordinary fact that a similar State 
with a native government—the State of 
Egypt—was far in advance of the Foreign 
Office with regard to this matter. Egypt, 
with the assistance of the Mohammedans, 
had abolished slavery. They had a 
small corps of armed men whose duty it 
was to suppress what little slavery there 
was, and he would like to know why 
nothing of a corresponding nature was 
being done in this part of Africa. The 
Government were not spending a penny 
in the suppression of slavery, and they 
were very far behind public opinion in 
this matter with regard to what was 
going on in these two islands. If Lord 
Cromer was in the position of Foreign 
Secretary for three days they would see 
an entirely different view taken of the 
slave trade in Zanzibar and Pemba. All 
right-minded Mohammedans were against 
it, and if the noble Lord inquired of Lord 
Cromer with regard to this matter he 
would find that their opinion was in 
favour of England going further than 
it was going to-day, and that we were 
holding back when we ought to be 


leading the way to liberty. 
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Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.) said 


that it seemed to him absurd not to 
grant freedom to a slave except he was 
able to show that if he were free he could 
procure a domicile apart from that 
which he had as a slave, and also that he 
should have to show a means of subsis- 
tence. The essence of slavery was that 
the slave had no means except those of 
his master. It was one of the extra- 
ordinary instances of British administra- 
tion in Zanzibar and Pemba that the 
slave should have to show that these 
two things were in his possession before 
he could succeed in getting his manu- 
mission. The most extraordinary part of 
the noble Lord’s speech was that in which 
he relied in a great measure, for freeing 
the slaves in these regions of East Africa, 
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upon the making of the Uganda 
Railway. Already something _ like 


£5,000,000 had been spent upon that 
great and ghastly failure, and no good 
had been done. If that sum had been 
devoted directly to the freeing of slaves, 
he had no doubt whatever that it would 
have immediately freed the 50,000 slaves 
which existed in these islands. If the noble 
Lord instead of attempting to cure slavery 
by a railway—the only result of which 
was to enable German merchants to send 
up inferior and poisonous spirits to these 
unfortunate people—had expended the 
money directly towards the freeing of 
the slaves, the best results might have 
been obtained. The noble Lord had 
said that the vice of slavery existed in 
the uncontrolled power of one man over 
another, which promoted cruelty and 
immorality, and he pointed out that 
where a case of cruelty was brought before 
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the courts, at once as a punishment 
all the slaves of that man who had been 
guilty of cruelty were set free. Such a 
penalty as that would undoubtedly tend 
to bring about the evils to which the 
noble Lord referred. It was absurd that 
for a case of cruelty to one slave such a 
penalty should be enforced, when no 
attempt was made in any way by the 
enforcement of the law to bring about 
the freedom of the slaves of the neighbour 
of the man whose slaves had been freed. 
He thought the speech of the noble Lord 
had been characterised by the hon. 
Member for Poplar, who showed that 
the Government had tried first to do 
nothing at all, and secondly to delay as 
long as possible doing anything. He 
did not think it was fair that the officials 
who administered the law out there 
should have blame cast upon them. The 
difficulty was that provision had to be 
made for the slaves, and if that had to be 
done the British Government would 
have to be prepared to put their hands 
into their pockets and find the money to 
pay a certain sum for each slave freed, 
that would be sufficient to carry out the 
promise which was supposed to have 
been given that the right of property 
in slaves was recognised, and if in addi- 
tion something was given to the slaves 
themselves in order that they might 
obtain a domicile, he thought the Govern- 
ment would be spending their money far 
more wisely than in prosecuting this 
ghastly failure of the Uganda Railway. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 90; 
Noes, 132. (Division List No. 343.) 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sidney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

‘CampLell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 


Doogan, P. C. 


Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael 
Gilhooly, James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Hayden, John I 


Donelan, Captain A. 
Duffy, William J. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Harrington, Timothy 
-atrick 


Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid 


Joseph 





‘Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 





Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 





O’Brien, Patrick (Ikilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
U’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 


Reddy, M. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allhusen,: Augustus Henry E. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
3alfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, Wm. Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish. V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Birm.) 
ChamberlainJ. Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Original Question again proposed. 
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| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
NOES. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wm. Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Foster,PhilipS.(WarwickSW. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Gretton, John 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffs., N. W.) 
Hermon-Hoige, Robt. Trotter 
Hope,J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.General 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Long,RtHnWalter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsm’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles( Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robt. Paey 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst. 
Morrell, George Herbert 


made an 


important 
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Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES~— 
Sir Charles Dilke and 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease. 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, ktHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John §S. 
tasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 
Sackville.Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand} 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Lord (Lanes. ) 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Wentwoith, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


coaling station. 





*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) wished 
to impress upon the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs the desira- 
bility of obtaining fuller consular reports 
with regard to the commercial aspects of 
Borneo. The island, which was capable 
of great developments, was very rich in 
timber, tobacco, and coal, and something 
like a hundred miles of railway would 
shortly be finished. One of the bays 
afforded the finest anchorage in the 
world for ships of war, and might be 





An illustration of a system to which 
he had before objected was afforded by 
this Vote. The consul at Borneo re- 
ceived a salary of £400, but the altogether 
disproportionate amount of £200 was 
added for office expenses. Further, 
under the heading of Brazil, the consul 
received £800 as salary, and £200 were 
given as a “ personal allowance.” What 
was the meaning of that? If the official 
was worth £1,000 a year he should be 
paid that sum as salary. The system of 
making personal allowances was a bad 
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same thing occurred with regard to the 
consul at Para, and as a protest against 
the practice he moved to reduce the Vote 
by £200. 


Viscount CRANBORNE said he was 
aware of the hon. Member’s interest in 
Borneo, because a few days previously 
he had asked a question with regard to a 
railway extension there. He could assure 
him that he had the greatest desire to 
promote the commercial interests of this 
country, and would, if necessary, use the 
diplomatic and consular service to that 
end. With the greatest pleasure, there- 
fore, he would undertake to consider the 
possibilities of Borneo and our consular 
relations with that island, with a view 
toits commercial development. As to the 
hon. Member’s criticism ot the office allow- 
ances, he thought the amount in this case 
was neither excessive nor unprecedented. 
He thought if the hon. Member glanced 
down he would see it was not altogether 
surprising, because if it was looked into 
carefully it would be found that there 
would be one clerk and sometimes more, 
and a clerk could not be got for nothing 
evenin Borneo. The hon. Member criti- 
cised the £200 a year personal allowance 
for the consul at Para. This personal 
allowance was really made in the interests 
ofeconomy. It was made toa gentleman 
whose services the Foreign Office were 
anxious to retain, but who was entitled, 
because he had held a place at the salary 
which he now enjoys previously, to a 
higher salary than is actually proposed. 
The question, therefore, which the 
Foreign Office had to consider was 
whether they should raise the general 
salary of the post, and in many cases such 
a proceeding would be not only a pity but 
most uneconomical, or whether in this 
particular case they should make a 
personal allowance, which was not only in 
the interests of economy but also in the 
interests of the taxpayer, because the 


salary of the office was retained at the old | 


figure, and in that way a permanent and 
undue burden was not put upon the 
taxpayer. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that it 
was impossible to explain more clearly 
than the noble Lord had done the prin- 
ciple upon which the Foreign Office acted | 
in this matter. The principle was to give | 
aman £1,000 a year in order to maintain | 


{19 JuLy 1901} 


one, and should be discontinued. The | 
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a doctrine that he ought to have £800 a 
year; the extra £200 was given as a 
special personal allowance, and would be 
left out on another occasion. He hoped 
that the hon. Member would be satisfied 
with that explanation. 


*Mr. WEIR: I have the explanation 
of the noble Lord, and I am most 
anxio us—— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that if the 
hon. Member proposed to withdraw the 
Amendment he had nothing further to 
say, but if the explanation of the noble 
Lord was not satisfactory he wished to 
dwell upon it a little. 


*Mr. WEIR thought that the noble 
Lord was quite capable of dealing with 
the matter. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
thought the noble Lord had given a 
very Imaginary view of the way in which 
this man got his £200. He did not 
gather from the noble Lord what the 
real reason was, because the noble Lord 
had only said that there were cases where 
it might be advisable to give an extra 
£200. That was not the sort of answer 
the Committee expected from a Minister 
of the Crown; they wanted the par- 
ticulars of this special case. 

*\Mr. WEIR said he regretted that time 

had been wasted by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn in trying to fight the 
battle of the noble Lord. He had desired 
to rise directly the noble Lord sat down, 
in order to say that he accepted the 
explanation, although he did not con- 
sider that it was a satisfactory method 
of conducting business. That being so, 
he begged leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I call 
your attention, Sir, to the fact that 
there are not forty Members present ? 

THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I have 
recently satisfied myself that forty 
Members are within the precincts of the 
House. With regard to the Amendment 
of the hon. Member, as I did not put the 
hon. Member’s motion formally, I shall 
now put the original question. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £210,049, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
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the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for Grants-in-aid of the 
Expenses of the British Protectorates in 
Uganda and in Central and East Africa, 
and under the Uganda Railway Act, 
1896 and 1900” 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE said he was 
always one of those who were glad to get 
on to these Votes, because, under the 
present rule, it was to the advantage of 
the Committee generally,and independent 
Members in particular, that they should 
have an opportunity of discussing the 
most interesting Votes in Committee. 
Three out of the four items contained in 
this Vote were Foreign Office cripples, 
and made very large demands upon the 
public purse, and for reasons which 
would not bear very strict investigation 
those demands were increasing. Central 
Africa had very little history ; it was a 
very small protectorate which had 
only recently been extended to large dis- 
tricts around it. He was afraid that in 
those large districts troubles would 
eventually arise, but they had not yet 
arisen. The other three were especial 
cripples of the Foreign Office. The 
Votes for Uganda, East Africa, and the 
Uganda Railway made enormous de- 
mands upon the public purse which 
were increasing. On this occasion he 
proposed to call attention to the first 
of these three items.the Vote for Uganda, 
and the reason for the reduction he pro- 
posed to move in respect of that item was 
because, although the Foreign Office 
had had in their possession for a con- 
siderable time the full Report of their 
Special Commissioner, Sir H. Johnston, 
they had not yet presented it to the 
House. On that Report alone could 
this special Vote for Uganda be defended, 
but all that they had seen was Sir H. 
Johnston’s short preliminary Report 
made in July of last vear. The Foreign 
Office could have had no 
with their printers, who were established 
in the basement of their own building, 
and were entirely under their control, 
and the Committee ought to have all 
the information before them before this 
Vote was asked for. It could not be 
said of Uganda, as was said in the case of 
the Niger Coast Protectorate, that Par- 
liament gave 
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£20,000 would be got. 


difficulties ! 


no grants-in-aid, and that 
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therefore we need not refer to it because 
it paid its own expenses, for from our 
first connection with Uganda we had 
always given grants-in-aid. Sir Harry 
Johnston declared Uganda to be very 
unhealthy in many parts, and he pointed 
to the enormous decrease in the popula- 
tion of the territory, which of itself was 
a severe reproach upon Foreign Office 
administration, which he said was due 
to civil war, invasion, and famine, which 
latter had recently caused from 4,000 
to 6,000 deaths. InSouth Africa, under 
British rule, the population had largely 
increased. In Sir Harry Johnston's 
opinion the country ought to provide 
£165,000 by taxation, but he was doubt- 
ful whether more than £15,000 or 
But the generat 
drawback to the development of Uganda 
was a much larger one. The market 


‘for tropical produce was very limited 


as compared with the enormous areas 
of the countries from which it was 
derived. If tropical produce was only 
saleable at such prices that we were 
unable to make it pay in the case of the 
West Indies, it seemed te him that we 
should never make it pay in countries 
which had to rely on land carriage for 
enormous distances. It was out of the 
question to speak of leaving Uganda, 
but those who knew the country said 
that the British East African administra- 
tion was crippling the administration of 
Uganda, and they were in favour of the 
amalgamation of the two Protectorates. 
He had one practical suggestion to make. 
Men who had seen most of the country 
during the last two years were of opinion 
that a kind of war was going on between 
the two Foreign Office Protectorates, 
and he himself believed that the best 
thing they could now do was to secure 
the strongest and ablest man whose 
services they could command, and send 
him out to govern Uganda and British 
East Africa, abolishing the nominal 
frontier between the two Protectorates. 
It seemed to him that in the long run the 
upper country must be under the same 
control as the coast line, and he thought 
the time had come to have effect given 
to that. He begged to move the reduc- 
tion of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Uganda, Grant-in-Aid) be 
reduced by £100.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 


thought the right hon. Baronet the | 
Member for the Forest of Dean was | 
perfectly justified in what he had said | 


about the Vote being brought on without 
any information being available to the 
Committee. He himself could not under- 
stand why that particular Vote should 
have been put down, as it could very well 
have been postponed until the Report 
had been issued. He was bound to say 


that unless the noble Lord gave some | 


more satisfactory reason as to why the 
Report was so long in his hands—in fact, 
he was not sure it was not at that moment 
under his eye—he should feel in honour 
bound to vote with the right hon. 
Baronet. The Committee was entitled 


to a certain amount of respect, and it | 


was not treating it with respect to with- 
hold such a Report. He had two other 
reasons for opposing the Vote. He had 
always been an enemy of the Vote, 
on whichever side of the House he sat. 
In the first place, he objected to putting 
on the Foreign Office, which was orga- 
nised for negotiation and had to dis- 
charge the fine network of duties con- 
nected with it, the entirely different 
work of administration. Conquest ad- 


ministration and railway administration | 


were all bound up in Uganda, and he 
did not know why it came under the 
Foreign Office at all. He thought 
that even the Foreign Office was not 
capable of discharging all the duties of the 
State. He believed the Foreign Office 
performed its proper duties—negotia 
tions, protecols, treaties, conventions 
and such like—with a certain amount 
of ability, and there had been even 
Foreign Office successes of a most re- 
markable kind once or twice inacentury; 
but there had never been a Foreign Office 
suecess in the work of administration, 
for which it was never intended. He 
expected that one of the things the 
noble Lord proposed would be that the 
Foreign Office should be relieved of work 
that did not properly belong to it, and 
he had some hope that the noble Lord 
would announce in his reply that that 
was the last occasion on which the Foreign 
Office would be responsible for the affairs 
of Uganda, and that they would be 
handed over to a department less capable 
of negotiation but more capable of 
administration. He had another objec- 
tion tothe Vote. The Vote was a grant- 
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in-aid given for a specific purpose. It 
amounted to £172,000, but if any portion 
of it was not expended for that purpose: 
it was not to be returned. He really 
thought that was the most modest 
announcement which even the Foreign 
Office had ever made to the House of 
Commons. It took a sum, not a small 
sum, for a specific purpose, and it 
then said that if it were not all expended 
a farthing of it would not be returned. 
That was in itself a very serious financial 
objection to the Vote. He maintained 
that any portion of a grant-in-aid which 
was not expended for the purpose for 
which it was voted should be returned 
to the Exchequer. Accordingly he had 
the greatest possible objection to passing 
the Vote in its proper form. He hoped 
the noble Lord would be able to give some 
satisfactory explanation with reference 
to the absence of the Report, without 
which they could not possibly discuss the 
Vote, and without some explanation 
as to the action of the Foreign Office in 
asking for a sum of £172,000, and re- 
serving to itself the right to expend it 
or not expend it, he should be compelled! 
_to oppose the Vote. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said it 
was grossly unfair that this Vote should 
be taken at a period of the financial year 
when Members of the House of Commons 
were obviously unable to discuss it. One 
solitary piece of consolation in connection 
with the Vote which appeared to have 
escaped the notice of hon. Gentlemen 








opposite was that there was a decrease of 
£32,000 for the current year. With that 
exception it was the most unsatisfactory 
Vote yet presented to he House. Being 
deprived of information from the sources 
from which they were entitled to get it. 
they were thrown back on sources of 
information which could not be alto- 
gether satisfactory, such as past reports 
and newspaper and magazine articles. 
He gathered that, so far from encourag- 
ing free settlements in Uganda,’ the prac- 
tice prevailed, whether it was to obtain 
revenue or to check the too abundant 
influx of population he could not tell, 
of making a charge of £10 per acre for 
the land placed at the disposal of settlers. 
If that was the practice he could not con- 
ceive any source of revenue more objec- 
tionable in itself, or more productive of 
delaying the prosperity of this particular: 
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It appeared that the country; Sir Harry Johnston himself, who had 
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had not been thoroughly and accurately special knowledge of the South African 


surveyed. The inconveniences and 
disasters which had been experienced 
in the South African War had arisen 
through the absence of proper surveys 
of the territories, which ought to have 
been made years ago. We might at no 
far distant date find ourselves engaged 


question. The state of things in Uganda 
was, on the whole, he thought, very hope- 
ful, and, so far as one could judge at an 


early stage, very satisfactory. Did the 


Committee realise how early it was? Did 
they imagine that after eight years 


existence they could speak of it with 


in war without proper surveys of the absolute confidence as to the future ? 


territory referred toin this Vote. It was 
quite certain that some portions of 


Uganda were suitable for the growth of than it was expected to be. 


cereals and the same kinds of food which 
we could boast of in this country. He 
hoped that the money which many Mem- 
bers of the House granted very reluc- 
tantly to the Government for Uganda 
would be employed, not so much in 


But, as far as matters stood, the revenue 
of the year just closed was tar higher 
The expendi- 
ture was gradually decreasing. The 
revenue for 1901 was £66,000. That 
was a very trifling sum when contrasted 
| with the figures dealt with in the British 
Empire, but it was, he believed, the small 
beginning of what would be a great 


punitive expeditions, but in increasing empire. They were only asking £174,000 


the natural products of the soil which 
would, at however distant a date, give 
some return. 

Viscount CRANBORNE said he was 
quite ready to apologise to the Committee 
for the absence of the Reports, but the 
suspicions which were entertained in that 
matter by many hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen were entire'y unfounded. 
He assured the Committee that every 
attempt had been made tohave the Report 
of Sir Harry Johnston ready in time ; 
but he had not seen the Report, and the 
Secretary of State had not seen it. The 
teport had been presented about a week 
ago, but it had not been considered. It 
was regarded as a matter of great im- 


portance, even by the Foreign Office, 


itself, and he did not think that the 
House of Commons would charge him 
with keeping it back. He did not deny 
that there was great inconvenience in 
discussing the Uganda Vote without that 
Report, but he could assure the Com- 
mittee that there was no malign inten- 
tion on his part to withhold the informa- 
tion. It was not true to say that the 
Department was without knowledge on 
this subject. The gentleman who was 
at the head of this Department in the 
Foreign Office had recently himself been 
to the Protectorate in order to study the 
question on the spot. He had also visited 
Somaliland, and he had placed at their 
disposal all the information he had col- 


lected. 


| 


this year, as against £200,000 last year. 
The right hon. Baronet who criticised 
the operations in Uganda had said that 
the famines and so forth were very dis- 
creditable to the Foreign Office. but it 
should be remembered that effective con- 
trol over Uganda had not yet been estab- 
lished, and that during the period when 
these famines and other disasters 
oceurred the control of the administra- 
tion was even less effective than it was 
at the present moment. The right hon. 
Baronet had declared that it was an 
unhealthy place. 


*Smir CHARLES DILKE: |! 
quoted Sir Harry Johnston. 


Viscount CRANBORNE said a map 
of the country had been prepared on 
which the unhealthy parts were left 
white and the other districts were 
coloured different shades according as 
in Sir Harry Johnston’s opinion they 
were more or less healthy. He found 
that about one-third of Uganda might be 
classed as very unhealthy, but there were 
many places where the climate resembled 
that of Scotland. There was a good deal 
of damp and mistiness, but, on the whole, 
healthy. Of course, not all the country 
was so high and healthy as that of which 
he had spoken ; there was every variety 
of climate and produce. The list of pro- 
ductions included wheat, barley, oats, 
rice, potatoes, tomatoes, tobacco, grapes, 


only 


He, therefore, thought the criti- coffee ; rubber was abundant, splendid 


cism was unfortunate at the present+ timber, fit for many purposes, the sugar 
moment, when they had in this country; cane thrived, oranges, lemons, mangoes, 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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and many varieties of English vegetables ;} poned, and other Votes were unex- 
it was a good horse country, and‘ the w ild | pectedly t taken. He was not blaming the 
ass Was indigenous. |Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
*Mr. WEIR: Are there any deer| ‘because he was not responsible for the 
cake arrangement of the business of the House. 
— |The information of the noble Lord was 
Viscount CRANBORNE said there three years old. The policy of the 
was everything man could desire in the | Foreign Office in administering Uganda 
vegetable and animal kingdoms. On| had been a policy of war and muddle 
the whole, Sir Harry Johnston gave a|—war against different tribes and 
most encouraging account of the progress muddle in administration. He certainly 
of Uganda in civilisation. He spoke of imagined that the punitive expeditions 
the great work the Anglican and Roman | had been sent out by the Foreign Office 
Catholic missionaries had done there, but, | because there had been some outrages, 
he added, it was not to be imagined that | but it seemed that the Foreign Office had 
the nations of Uganda had none of the taken a leaf out of the book of the 
old Adam in their disposition since they Colonial Secretary and had encouraged 
accepted Christianity. Among the native wars and had enjoyed them, and had 
population there was a thirst for infor- considered them a feather in their cap, 
mation; men, women, and children although they had cost such an enor- 
learned to read, and several chiefs used mous amount of expenditure of money 
typewriters. While Uganda was only to this country. 
under partial control it was not alto- Vuscourr CRANBORNE- The wars 
gether safe to allow an influx of white ene vs s oa 
: : 1ave not been wantonly undertaken. It 
settlers, but that period was rapidly .° op 4). Oe nie ate 
we eas . 1“ is perfectly possible that, by discretion 
passing away ; and in the near future on the part of our representatives 
facilities for land settlement would be , cage RR i 
\ the causes which render the punitive 
afforded to a much greater extent than) oy... Se eae ae aE 
Si ia. Dial adiiliad Ah ngutiin expeditions necessary may be avoided 
iit I 
in future. 
were to be deplored, both because of the 
lamentable loss of life and the check to, Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
administrative progress. They could not | he hoped that in these punitive ex- 
be avoided, and, with a view to their being peditions in future they would have 
conducted with more economy, the force) more experienced officers, and indeed 
in Uganda would be increased and orga- that such punitive expeditions would 
nised in imitation of what had been done not be rendered necessary at all. He 
by the Colonial Office in West Africa. was glad to hear the noble Lord say 
There was every reason to believe from that the Government did not intend 
the reports received that the duty we had | to enter into these punitive expeditions 
inherited of governing and civilising great | except where they were necessary. 
dependencies in various parts of the| The noble Lord thought that they 
world would be  heneficently exercised would be able to manage affairs with 
in the development of this great area | tact, patience, and discretion, and he was 
in Africa. very glad to hear that the Foreign 
Office was going to carry out a different 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the policy in the future, and that they 
desire was that the Home Office Vote were going to reduce these punitive 
should be taken that day, but it was) expeditions. He knew that if there 
delayed because the report of the in- was any one who hated war, it was Sir 
spector was not ready. In regard to Harry Johnston, and he was very glad 
the Vote they were now discussing, they to hear his views in regard to Uganda. 
were in the same position, the necessary | Something had been said in regard 
information not having been supplied to Uganda being like Scotland, and they 
to members. This was another instance hoped that there was some likelihood 
of the extraordinary way in which the! that, with the development of trade and 
business 0° the House had been mis- industries in that country, some of the 
managed and muddled this session. money they had muddled away over 
Votes fixed for certain days were post-|the Uganda Railway would result in 
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some profit, and that they would be 
able to pluck a plum from the pie. 
He, however, recollected that Sir H. 
Johnston, in his Report, stated that the 
negroes were too lazy to do any work, 
that they were entirely naked, and that 
they did not want to be covered by our 
cloths. He was afraid, therefore, that 
the noble Lord was taking a too san- 
guine view of the future of Uganda. 
The total amount of the expenditure 
on Uganda was £65,000, and the revenue 
was only £15,000, and nothing had been 
said to show that this country should be 
under the control of the Foreign Office 
rather than that of the Colonial Office. 
The fact of the matter was that the 
Foreign office had spent something like 
seven millions sterling on Uganda, and 
that only eleven Europeans were settled 
in that vast territory. He would rather 
see it in the charge of the Colonial Office 
than of the Foreign Office if that was 
the rate at which the country was to be 
colonised. As to the question of the 
control over expenditure, it seemed to him 
that if ever there was any national 
expenditure which required full Treasury 
control, it was this administrative expen- 
diture of the Foreign Office. He ventured 
to say that no member of the House had 
any idea of the control of that expendi- 
ture. He was one of those who was 
prepared for any legitimate expenditure 
for the extension of the Empire, but he 
maintained that the expenditure in 
regard to Uganda and East Africa 
generally was not the sort of expenditure 
which attracted those who wished to 
see the country placed on a_ business 
footing. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) congratulated the noble Lord on 
the progress he had made in dealing 
with foreign affairs. The Opposition 
had been from the very first opposed 
to the taking over Uganda, to the making 
of the railway, and to any expenditure 
in developing the resources of that 
country. He was sorry that Sir Henry M. 
Stanley, who might be said to have dis- 
covered that country, was not now in the 
House, because he might have been able 
to show what a marvel had been achieved | 
in extending civilisation in that country 
within the last ten years. The Report. 
of Sir Harry Johnston showed what a 
development of the human race had, 


Mr. Sydney Buston. 


{COMMONS} 
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taken place in that part of Africa, 
He did not often intervene in the debates 
‘of the House, and he trusted that he 
would be pardoned for saying these few 
words. He felt very strongly that in 
adding Uganda to the British Empire 
the nation had done good service to 
that territory, and had done something 
worthy of the British name and had 
added honour to the British flag. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton)said that the hon. Gentleman who 
spoke last was slightly inaccurate as to 
who had discovered Uganda. He rather 
thought that it was Adam, and not Sir 
Henry Stanley, that had discovered that 
country. They had been told by the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
that Uganda was a great cattle country, 
that it bred splendid horses and wild 
asses, that the air was very much like 
that of Scotland, and that some of the 
native chiefs employed typewriters ; but 


' he wondered whether these native chiefs 


used in their type-writing English or 
Ugandese ? He must say that the remarks 
of his noble friend below him had thrown 
a considerable douche of cold water on 
the prospects of Uganda, especially 
when it was mentioned that the only 
European settlers were eleven Germans. 
He very much doubted whether this 
country would ever receive any real 
return for the expenditure of five millions 
on the Uganda Railway. He wished 
to express his appreciation of the manner 
in which the noble Lord had dealt with 
the matter. They had all enjoyed the 
noble Lord’s speech, and he sincerely 
hoped that Uganda would turn out as 
well as the noble Lord expected it would 
do. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that 
millions of money had been wasted on 
Uganda, and the reports received in 
regard to the prospects there were far 
from encouraging. He did not think 
that the expenditure on Uganda would 
be ever reproductive, and _ therefore 


,he would vote for the reduction of that 


expenditure. The way the House had 
been kept in the dark in regard to the 
expenditure in Uganda was a scandal, 
and he doubted very much whether 
that country would ever repay any part 
of the money spent upon it. The money 
spent on Uganda was spent for the 
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purpose of starting punitive expeditions, 
and not for starting settlements of 


Englishmen on the soil. He objected 
to this policy of supplementing the 
black nations by white people who were 
quite unsuited to take their place. 
Just imagine, there were only eleven 
Europeans in the country where we 
were spending five millions of pounds 
sterling! The noble Lord said that some 
five natives chiefs were using type- 
writers, but that was at the rate of a 
million of pounds apiece. 
with which the noble Lord addressed 
himself to the question of the type- 
writers used by the native chiefs showed 
in what a careless way he regarded the 
public expenditure. He did not suppose 
that this country would ever expect to 
get more from Uganda than a few tusks 
otivory. He thought that the £5,000,000 
spent on the Uganda Railway might 


have been better spent in relieving the | 


poor of Ireland than in trying to 
develop a swamp for eleven Europeans, 
including two Germans. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) said that the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn adopted many roles, 
but shone most conspicuously as a critic 
of the Government. He acted in this 
capacity so often, and with such success 
that he expected some day to find him 
sitting on the Opposition side. His case 
tonight was that the Foreign Office, 
by its traditions and habits, were unfit 
to administer a great province like 
Uganda, and the work ought to be 
relegated to a department whose forte 
was not so much diplomacy as administra- 
tion. The noble Lord had answered 
this charge, and in doing so had com- 
pletely proved the case. He told the 
Committee that Sir Harry Johnston’s 
Report had been at the Foreign Office 
for a week, but that the Foreign Secre- 
tary had not seen it, and he himself had 
not seen it, and it was only on that day, 
when he saw a question on the Paper, 
that he had hurried it off to the printer. 
Surely this instance was enough to 
prove that the wheels of the Foreign 
Office moved too slowly, and they were 
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The levity | 


unfit for the bustle of an administrative | 


work. The noble Lord had deprecated | 
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| he would be treated with greater respect 
‘than his Report had been, and not kept 
waiting there a whole week before he 
received any attention at all. If the 
Foreign Office are to continue to 
administer Uganda, then something must 
be done to rouse the Foreign Office. 
He had been deeply interested in the Re- 
port read by the noble Lord as to the pro- 
ducts of Uganda. They had heard of wild 
asses and orchids—sometimes they were 
associated—and they had heard of various 
useful and ornamental things which 
delighted the heart and nostrils of man. 
But what struck him most was to hear 
that the people of Uganda had a great 
thirst for education. He wondered 
whether a way might not here be found 
out of the difficulty we were in by sending 
Education Bill No. 2 to them. He was 
sure they would appreciate it much 
more than the people of this country 
do, and it would be a very happy way 
out of the difficulty. The Government 
does not know what to do with it ; the 
country does not want it; and if we 
could make the Ugandese a present’of it 
it might be very helpful to everyone. 


CoLoneL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, W.) 
said the remarks of the hon. Member for 
South Kilkenny had only shown his 
ignorance of the condition of things in 
Uganda. No doubt upon the borders, 
where they got into the Congo Free 
State, the tribes were very debased, 
but that was not so with regard to the 
whole of the Protectorate. It had been 
said that there were not more than 
seven or eight Europeans in the whole 
of Uganda—seven or eight settlers. Of 
course there was no means of arriving 
at what number of settlers there were, 
but considering that there were thirty 
or forty European missionaries in 
Uganda, of whom a good many were 
ladies and laymen, and that there were 
a considerable number of French priests 
of the Roman Catholic faith—— 


Mr. O'MARA said that he had 
quoted from the same Report as the 
noble Lord had quoted from ; they were 
then speaking of trade, and the noble 


Lord had given rather a sanguine view 
of the country ; and he had pointed out 


criticism, because Sir Harry Johnston | that Sir Harry Johnston had said that 


was in this country. 


It was to be hoped | there were only eleven European settlers 
that when he called at the Foreign Office | —traders. 
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{COMMONS} 





CoLtoneEL WILLIAMS said the hon.’ Member for South Kilkenny was amply 


Member spoke of the light way with 
which the subject had been treated by 
the noble Lord. The Committee would, 
perhaps, allow him to say that Uganda 
had a very great future before it. It 
was inhabited by a tribe which was the 
most intelligent in Central Africa—a 
tribe who had such a high state of civilisa- 
tion of their own that the Commissioner 
had intrusted to them a large part of the 
administration of the country. They 
were a people who took naturally to 
learning, and who not only educated 
themselves as far as they could, but had 
a great desire to spread that education 
amongst their neighbours. He believed 
it we could only get hold of this people 
by following up the efforts that had been 
made by missionary societies during the 
last ten years, we should establish in 
Uganda a state of things which would be 
of the greatest advantage to the Empire. 
It had been stated that the Protectorate 
was nothing but a swamp. It was 
nothing of the kind. A great part of the 
country, so far from being a swamp, lay 
at an altitude in which Europeans could 
live and work, and if there were now 
only a few settlers the reason was that the 
cost of transport to the coast was so 
great. When the railway was finished, 
in connection with which mistakes had 
no doubt been made, it would bring down 
to the coast a large mass of produce 
which would be extremely valuable, and 
would make the province a real outlet 
for our surplus population, and_ be 
another Cape Colony in its credit to 
England. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he should not have intervened 
in this discussion but for the remarks of 
the last speaker, who had charged his 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Kilkenny with a certain amount of 
ignorance. There were some points, 
however, upon which the Irish could not 
be accused of ignorance. They knew 
that millions were being spent out there 
without any return, whilst at home 


they found the greatest difficulty in| 


getting a few pounds to promote any 
useful purpose, and that they were 
always called upon to pay their share 
of this useless expenditure. There was 
no ignorance on those points, and he' 
considered that the protest of the hon. | 
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justified. 
CoLoneL WILLIAMS said he did not 
suggest that the hon. Member did 


not know all about Ireland he suggested 
he was ignorant of Uganda. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND contended 
that so long as Ireland was called upon 
to pay her share of this expenditure 
Irish Members were justified in pro- 
testing against it. He was surprised 
that the hon. Member for South Belfast 
should have approved of this expenditure, 
because the hon. Gentleman, although 
he did not agree with Nationalist Mem- 
bers, must be aware that while Ireland 
required so much to be done to develop 
her resources it was so very difficult to 
obtain any assistance from the Govern- 
ment for that purpose, and that being 
so it was most unjust to ask Ireland to 
contribute so much from the Irish point 
of view. If the Government were 
anxious to develop Uganda and spread 
civilisation and: education in that Pro- 


so 


| tectorate, they were quits entitled to do 


so, but they should do it at their own 
expense ; though the people in Ireland 
were benighted enough to believe that 
the people in Uganda would be very much 
better off if left to themselves. They 
believed that the pursuance of the policy 
of the Government must result in the 
future, as it had done in the past, in the 
shedding of blood and the greatest 
injustice to the people. England could 
not expect everybody on the face of the 
globe to accept the British ideas of 
civilisation, and he believed that if left 
to themselves these people would be 
infinitely better off than if they were 
dragooned into accepting the British 
system of civilisation. But if England 
persisted they must pay for it. Irish 
Members protested because they would 
not go back to their own constituencies 
and admit that while they were unable 
to obtain money to develop Ireland 
they were obliged to vote large 
sums to develop Uganda. The whole 
expenditure on Uganda was worse than 
useless. Millions were being expended 
on a railway from nowhere to nowhere, 
which would never make any return for 
the enormous sums spent upon it, and 
yet these grants were made when money 
was wanted so badly at home. He was 
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astonished at the action taken by those 
who claimed for themselves that they 
were the representatives of the democracy 
of this country. If ever there was a 
case in which the Liberal party ought 
to come down and oppose at every stage, 
it was this Vote. Yet, although they 
were voting a £200,000 grant for 
Uganda there was not a single protest 
from any Member of the Liberal party. 
Some of them, he believed, were dining 
out somewhere. If they would give up 
these new-fangled ideas of dining out, 
and would come down to their places 
and protest against such expenditure as 
this, the country would be better pleased. 
The speech of the noble Lord had re- 
minded him very much of the speech ot 
an auctioneer who wished to dispose to 
advantage of an undesirable property, 
and had discoursed upon all the advan- 
tages that he could possibly find in it. 
He was also reminded by that speech of a 
lady in one of Dickens’s novels named 
Mrs. Jellyby, who neglected her home, 
her children, and her own work in order 
that she might apply herself with all 
her heart and soul to raising up the 
natives of the district of Borrioboola-Gha, 
in Africa. That was what the Govern- 
ment were doing; they were neglecting 
all their duties at home, and the whole 
energies of the Foreign Office and Colonial 
were directed, not to the interests of the 
British people, but to the inhabitants 
of this Borrioboola-Gha—Uganda. He 
was reminded of another creation of 
Charles Dickens’s by the speech of the 
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noble Lord. He was reminded of the 
interesting gentleman who _ induced 


Martin Chuzzlewit and Mark Tapley to 
go to the City of Eden, a city which 
“offered large opportunities for young 
men of energy.”’ He ventured to say 
that anybody who was deluded by the 
promises held out by the noble Lord with 
reference to Uganda would have the 
same awakening with regard to that 
country which Martin Chuzzlewit and 
Mark Tapley had with regard to Eden 
when they set foot in that city. This 
matter was being treated as if it were 
only a small matter, but as a matter of 
fact it was a very serious one, involving 
an annual expenditure of something like 
£200,000 by way of grants in aid and of 
£5,000,000 sterling for a railway which 
up to the present had given no return 
whatever for the money already expended. 
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These Protectorates were the very things 
which weakened the British Empire. 
The British Empire was wide enough as 
it was, and it would be infinitely better 
if the Government concentrated their 
attention upon developing and defending 
and looking after territories which were 
naturally theirs and inhabited by white 
people in every quarter of the globe, than 
pursuing their present policy with regard 
to Uganda, which involved the expendi- 
ture of millions of money upon a country 
unsuitable in climate for Europeans, 
and upon a people unsuited to British 
civilisation. He protested against such 
wasteful and wanton expenditure. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. WEIR said that no one would 
charge the noble Lord with lack of 
courage with regard to this matter. He 
had performed a feat the like of which 
had never been witnessed during the 
last ten years. The noble Lord had come 
down and spoken for forty minutes with 
an old Report in his hand. Why was not 
the Committee supplied with the 
Commissioners’ last Report? Why 
did not he give Sir Harry Johnston 
the opportunity of sitting in the 
Distinguished Strangers Gallery tolisten 
to the debate raised upon his Report?! 
The proper thing to do would be to with- 
draw Item A from discussion altogether 
until the Report of Sir Harry Johnston is 
in the hands of the Committee. It is 
unfair to the Committee that business 
should be conducted in this manner. He 
objected to nearly £200,000 going 
to Uganda when he could not get evena 
little money to provide a_ suitable 
steamer for the Stornoway mail 
service. The noble Lord had drawn 
a picture of a_ brilliant future for 
Uganda. He had said that it would be 
great and prosperous, and that we should 
doalargetrade. The right hon. Baronet 
who had moved the reduction had in- 
formed the Committee that the popula- 
tion was diminishing. Under those cir- 
cumstances would the noble Lord make 
some inquiries, and see whether that 
statement was correct, because he could 
only assume that if it were so the 
Germans were pouring their poisonous 


‘gin, rum, and whisky into the country. 


The noble Lord drew a charming picture, 
and likened the country to that of Scot- 
land, but he would point out that the 
mountains of Scotland did not produce 
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wild asses. It was said that the protec- 
torates would be opened up to trade in 
manufactured goods ; but if the people 
went about in the state of Adam 
and Eve before the fall, what goods 
would they purchase? He did not 
see how the magnificent trade which 
was spoken of was to be opened up. 
The noble Lord said that wheat and 
barley and oats would be obtained from 
the country, but as long as they allowed 
poisonous drink from Germany to be 
imported, the wheat, the barley, and 
the oats would be exchanged for drink. 
He hoped the system of education would 
be conducted differently from what it was 
in some parts of the Highlands of 
Scotland. Imagine a Uganda child 
being sent to a school to be taught 
English without anyone to interpret the 
meaning of it? That was the policy 
which was undertaken by the Govern- 
ment in many parts, including, he might 
mention, Malta. He would appeal to the 
First Lord of the Treasury to remember 
the home of his childhood—— 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Gentleman must confine his obser- 
vations to Uganda. 


*Mr. WEIR said his contention was 
that the large sum of money which was 
being expended might be used to better 
advantage in Scotland or Ireland. It 
was a wicked thing to sink £5,000,000 
in Uganda. The noble Lord put forward 
anold Report in ordertothrow dust inthe 
evesoftheCommittee. It was unfairand 
unjust to ask the poor crofters and 
fishermen he represented to pay their 
quota of the enormous sum expended 
vear after vear by the Government, who 
would not take the advice of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in the matter 
of economy. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.) said he could not help thinking 


that while they had had many amusing , 


speeches during the evening they had had 
very little help or criticism with regard 


to the future of Uganda, for which 
this country was responsible. From 


what they had heard during the last 
five or six years, he believed there was a 
great future for Uganda, and especially 
for the railway. But the whole subject 
had been a great bone of contention 


Mr. Weir. 


{COMMONS} 
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between parties in the House. It was not 
confined to the party now in power; it 
went back to the time when the party 
opposite were in power; and the same 
criticisms that they had heard during the 
evening were then employed. With 
reference to the detestable form of slavery 
which all Englishmen felt was a disgrace 
in any British possession, he had heard 
many discussions on the subject during 
the short time he had been in the House. 
But he must say that successive Under 
Secretaries for Foreign Affairs had not 
impressed many hon. Members with the 
administrative power that they had 
brought to bear on it. The question of 
slavery had been already discussed, and 
many hon. Members thought that they 
had had a very unsatisfactory answer 
from the noble Lord. His short experience 
showed him that whether a Liberal or a 
Conservative happened to be in charge 
of these great Protectorates, it did not 
seem to rest with the Minister but with 
the Department, and he felt it was time 
that the administration of these great 
possessions should be taken from the 
Foreign Office, which was a diplomatic 
office, having plenty to do with European 
and other complications, and put under 
the Colonial Office. They had had 
much to convince them in the administra- 
tion of the Colonial Office that affairs 
could not be managed worse and would be 
managed very much better by an office 
and staff accustomed to administration, 
rather than by an office and staff that 
did not seem to be able to get hold of the 
executive power of administration that 
was required. That was the conclusion 
he had derived from the history of the 
last ten years. The subject had always 
been a bone of contention between the 
two parties in the House, and he felt that 
the reply of the Under Secretary tor 
Foreign Affairs was a further illustration 
of that. He hoped, however, that a 
change would be brought about before 
long. 


Service Estimates. 


*Smrk CHARLES DILKE said _ that 
unless some hon. Member desired to 
divide on the Vote he did not intend to 
press the motion to a division. He 
appealed to hon. Members to have @ 
division at once if they desired it, im 
order that the discussion might be 
directed to the next item. 
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*Mr. O'MARA said that his statement 
that the net result of all the expenditure 
under the Vote had been that eleven 
traders had settled in Uganda had been 
challenged. An hon. Gentleman op- 
posite had stated that there were also 
from thirty to forty missionaries in the 
country—but would they be regarded 
as a financial asset? Sir Henry Colville, 
in his very interesting book on Uganda, 
stated that the missionaries were partly 
Yoman Catholic and partly Protestant, 
that the inhabitants were equally divided 
hetween the sects, and that they spent 
their time in fighting each other, with the 
result that Uganda was no better than 
Belfast on the 12th of July. The mission- 
aries were not a financial asset, and the 
only result of the expenditure was the 
settling down of eleven traders. That 
result, in his opinion, did not justify 
the expenditure. 


Supply—Civil 


sir FRANCIS EVANS (Maidstone) 
said he deprecated anything that had 
been said against the Uganda Protec- 
torates. His business was connected 
with the East Coast of Africa, and he 
wished to say that he upheld in every 
particular all that had been done by the 
Government to develop that country. 
There was an enormous country stretch- 
ing away from Mombasa to the lakes, and 
England would be foolish in the extreme 
if she allowed the chance of developing 
it to escape her. There was not a step 
taken in connection with the Uganda 
Railway or the development of the 
Protectorates that he was not in hearty 
sympathy with. It was his business to 
know something of the country and its 
coast, and he was sorry to have heard 
remarks deprecating the small expendi- 
ture that had been incurred. [An Hon. 
Member: Seven millions !] What was 
seven millions? Why, the interest was 
only £150,000 a year. What was that 
compared with the great wealth that 
lay behind the coast? They who were 
only too anxious to run along that coast 
and benefit by the trade coming down to 
it, would say that England would be 
most foolish indeed if she had abandoned 
that great country. There had never 
been a wiser policy followed by any 
(rovernment than the policy of expending 
money on the Uganda Railway. He , 
knew very well that fault had been found 
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with that expenditure, which, however, 
was as nothing compared with the 
revenue that would be derived from the 
country. He hoped that nothing more 
would be said against the action of the 
Government. When the Government 
were at fault noone was more ready than 
he was to oppose them, but when they 
were right, when they were pursuing 
a wise policy and doing the best they 
could for the Empire they ought to be 
supported. He did not agree with the 
Government in all things, but he agreed 
with them in reference to Uganda. Let 
them go on as they were going and the 
Empire would receive much greater 
benefit than could be measured by the 
amount of the expenditure. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 

the speech of the hon. Gentleman com- 
pelled him to say a few words by way of 
rejoinder. The hon. Gentleman from his 
point of view might be perfectly right 
and perhaps, as he had forecasted, great 
benefit would result to England from 
that expenditure. But why should his 
poor constituents in Clare be asked to 
embark a single shilling in the enter- 
prise. The hon. Gentleman said, after all, 
what was £150,000?) From the English 
point of view that might be all very well. 
but his constituents were not in a position 
to talk in that lordly way. Let them 
develop the Empire and build railways 
}in every hole and corner in Africa and 
make markets, but let them not in the 
name of common fairness and honesty 
ask the poverty stricken people of Ireland, 
who found it hard enough to make both 
ends meet, to bear part of the expendi- 
ture. After all, Ireland never expected 
to get the slightest return for the ex- 
penditure. He did not object to the 
hon. Gentleman’s wealthy, magnificent 
point of view. but it was quite different 
with the people of Ireland. who were hard 
put to it to keep body and soul together. 
If England wanted to pursue that policy, 
let her pay the expense herself, and not 
be mean enough to ask Ireland to bear a 
share of it. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 77; 
Noes, 169. (Division List No. 344.) 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
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Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
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Joyce, Michael 


| Kennedy, Patrick James 
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| Lundon, W. 
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O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
NOES, 
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| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.; 
| O'Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tomkinson, James 
Tully, Jasper 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Mr. William’ Redmond and 
Mr. Power. 


| Howard, John(Kent, Faversh.) 


Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Johnston, “William (Belfast) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. IF. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col.CharlesW .( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B.(Cambs. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, WJ H.( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt.HnAGraham(Bute 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 





col 
Fol 
tio) 
Aft 
tha 
the 
Vo 
sup 
ors 
Suy 
the 
pro 
yew 
anc 
ast 
thai 
exp! 
nan 
The 
in 

Uga 
in V 
Con 
out 
ther 
as a 
war 
page 
“son 
taine 
muel 
impr 
not r 
That 
Offic 
and 
econ 
pend 
than 
he d 
expe 
prese 


Vi 





terford 
ifion) 


: B.) 
| 


y 


AYES— 
id and 


versh.) 
onham) 
steth 
fast) 


ckWm. 
erpool) 


reham 
ge 
Currie 
esham) 
stol,S.) 


-estoft) 
mouth 
ing 


erpool) 
Cambs. 


jesshire 
orton 


Jon) 
Pacy 
pshire) 
amst’w 
n’thsh. 
rt 

nry F. 
eptford 


n( Bute 
xander 
idsay 
lington 
k 

rp 

"ge 


1069 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
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Wason, J ohnCatheart(Orkney 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset? 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W. (Worcestersh,N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Rutherford, John 
Original Question again proposed. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE said the most 
conspicuous example of the failure of 
Foreign Office finance and administra- 
tion was afforded by the British East 
Africa Protectorate. Every year since 
that territory came under the control of 
the Foreign Office there had been two 
Votes brought in, and very often the 
supplementary, had been larger than the 
original Vote. In 1900, when a large 
Supplementary Vote was asked for, 
the present Secretary of State for War 
promised a substantial reduction this 
yeir, but notwithstanding that assur- 
ance the Committee were asked to pass 
a Supplementary Vote of a larger amount 
than the normal estimate. The usual 
explanation of the excess had been given, 
namely, that it was the result of a war. 
The Foreign Office so managed its affairs 
in British East Africa, as well as in 
Uganda, that it was constantly engaged 
in wars. In the Papers supplied to the 
Committee, the Foreign Office pointed 
out how absolutely worthless the nor- 
thern portion of this territory was, and 
as a reason for the continuance of the 
war in the present case, it was stated on 
page 48, that— 

“some show of military force should be main- 
tained in Jubaland, since we have spent so 
much money and trouble upon it, in order to 
impress upon the Somalis the fact that we are 
not retiring from it.” 

That was the best reason the Foreign 
Office was able to give. He was not, 
and had never pretended to be, an 
economist ; he believed in a large ex- 
penditure—an expenditure even larger 
than that incurred at present — but 
he did not believe that any and every 
expenditure was justifiable. In the 
present state of the national finances 
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Valentia, Viscount 


they must surely choose between that 
which was essential to the country and 
that which was not. The gross waste 
that had taken place in British East 
Africa, and the gigantic expenditure 
now being incurred without the Foreign 
Office officials out there even professing 
that they would be able to show any 
return for the money, was absolutely 
deplorable, and contrary to the highest 
interests of the country. The hon. 
Member for Maidstone, in an impassioned 
speech, had spoken with peculiar know- 
ledge, and perhaps peculiar interest, in 
reference to this question. The Uganda 
Railway spent between 103 and 104 
rupees a ton on British coal, perhaps 
carried by the hon. Member, who, 
with his great fleet of ships parading the 
coast of Africa, was, of course, in favour 
of the annexation of the whole. The 
hon. Member naturally did not pick and 
choose his parts of Africa, but the Com- 
mittee ought to do so, and to see some 
chance of obtaining a return for the 
money expended. The case of British 
East ‘frica was an example of the 
extraordinary rashness with which this, 
eountry had rushed into territ: rial 
annexations—which he would be the 
first to welcome if he thought they 
added to the strength of the Empire, 
but which he deplored and regretted 
when they added to our responsibilities 
without conferring any benefit upon us. 
He moved to reduce he Vote by £100. 

Motion made, and Question propo ed, 
“That Item C (British East Africa, 
Grant-in-Aid) be reduced by £100.”— 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 

Sir FRANCIS EVANS said he recog- 
nised the extensive knowledge possessed 
by the right hon. Baronet of many 


2R 
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subjects concerning all parts of the) 
| to make only one point, and that was that 
there was no greater emancipator than a 


world, but he had betrayed a lack of 
knowledge in his references to himself. 
He did not carry the coal used in Uganda, 
and therefore the bias which had been 
suggested did not exist. 


railway from Mombasa to the lakes. 
He maintained, and he believed that 
future years would bear out the state- 
ment, that there had never been a wiser 
expenditure on the part of this country 


in any new and unopened country in the | 


world. He was not a political supporter 
of the Colonial Secretary, but in his 
opinion the right hon. Gentleman had 
never taken a wiser step than when, in 
the face of much opposition, he pushed 
forward the Uganda Railway. It was 
quite true that for many a mile it passed 
through a desert, and would gather no 
particular trade along its line of route ; 
but once it touched the ‘ake district, 
and got, so to speak, into the main 
channel of the inner line in East Africa, 
it would touch a great trade, to the great 
benefit of this country. It was not 
necessary to enter into details on that 
point ; it was rather for the right hon. 
Gentleman himself to defend his own 
schemes. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am very much 
obliged to the hon. Gentleman for all the 
kind things he is saying about me, but I 
am afraid he is saying them under a mis- 
apprehension. This is a matter which 
concerns the Foreign Office, not the 
Colonial Office, and any praise there may 
be must be given to that Department. 


Sir FRANCIS EVANS said reference 
had been made to the question of slavery 
and the small amount of attention paid 
to it by the Government. His father, 
with whom he worked for many years, 
was president of the Emancipation 
Society of this country, and the Govern- 


ment would find nobody more _ hostile | 


than himself if it attempted to do any- 
‘ thing that would perpetuate slavery in 
any part of the world. 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! I must remind the hon. Member 
that the question of slavery has already 
been discussed and disposed of on the 
previous Vote. 

Sir Francis Evans. 


{COMMONS} 
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that it had cost £7,000,000 to build the | 
‘represented only about £170,000 or 
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railway. He hoped the Foreign Oftice 
would continue and finish the railway 
in spite of any possible opposition. As 
to £7,000,000 having been spent, that 


£175,000 a year, and a very small amount 
of business on the Uganda Railway 
would meet every shilling of it. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE desired 
to emphasise the remarks of the right 
hon. Baronet as to the absolute worth- 
lessness of this particular place. In the 
Blue-book just published it was stated 
by the local Commissioner that Jubaland 
was absolutely worthless, that it con- 
tained neither natural nor artificial 
wealth, that it was the most desolate 
wilderness he ever met with, and that 
no officer in his force would care to take 
upon himself the garrisoning of the 
country. Sir Charles Elliott, the official 
superior of the local Commissioner, stated 
that the country was not worth the 
money expended on it, and that it con- 
sisted chiefly of scrub and sandy desert. 
Surely that was not a country that even 
the most ardent Imperialist or Jingo 
would desire, at the risk of the lives ot 
British officers, to add to the Empire. _ It 
to maintain this worthless country it 
was unavoidable that there should be 
British officers there, he hoped the policy 
foreshadowed in the last pages of the 
Report would be carried out, and the 


British posts withdrawn to the coasts, 


where, at all events, an adequate force 
could be kept. 


Viscount CRANBORNE said _ the 
criticism of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean had been 
singularly unfair. The right hon. Gentle- 
man must have been aware that the 
Supplementary Estimate was rendered 
necessary by an expenditure which was 
unavoidable. When a British official was 
murdered, it was absolutely necessary 
to vindicate the authority of the British 
Government, and the sanctity which 
ought to attach to the lives of its officials 
in these barbarous regions. No doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman the present 
Secretary of State for War had expressed 
the hope that there would be no more 
Supplementary Estimates, but he could 
not have foreseen the possibility of one 
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of our officials being killed, and the con- 
sequent necessity for a punitive expe- 
dition. It was singularly unfair to ignore 
the explanation he himself had given a 
short time ago, and to regard it as a mere 
pretext to enable the Foreign Office to 
come down with a Supplementary Esti- 
mate. That was a senseless form of 
criticism to come from one who was so 
well qualified as the right hon. Baronet 
to offer reasoned criticism. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE pointed out 
that for six years the Foreign Office had 
annually brought in Supplementary 
Estimates, a thing which no_ other 
Department had ever done. 


Viscount CRANBORNE said it was 
a great mistake to regard the whole of 
East Africa as being of the character of 
Jubaland. Large parts of the country 
were very fertile, and it was hoped they 
would be remunerative. As to the par- 
ticular districts which apparently were 
not fertile, the Foreign Office had read 
and appreciated the criticisms made by 
its own officials on the spot. It had to be 
remembered, however, that many coun- 
tries that we had occupied had at first 
appeared to be of little value, but had 
afterwards proved to be of great value. 
For the present, the Government in- 
tended to develop the more valuable por- 
tions of the country before spending 
more than they could help on the less 
valuable parts, and that he thought was 
a very business-like method of procedure. 
In these circumstances, all the Govern- 
ment intended to doin Jubaland was not 
to send officials flying on vague missions 
into the interior, but to hold the posts 
near the coast which we at present occu- 
pied, with a viewto developing, at a future 
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land, which was not a desert, but very 
valuable. He did not agree with the 
right hon. Baronet’s criticisms of Foreign 
Office administration. The right hon. 
Gentleman might usefully study the work 
of the German Protectorate. The Ger- 
mans were making a very gallant attempt 
at a difficult task, and they had been 
fairly successful, but they were not more 
successful than we were; on the con- 
trary, they were less successful. If the 
amount of money we had spent in East 
Africa was compared with the amount 
spent by the Germans, it would be found, 
he thought, from an investigation of the 
Estimates he was submitting to the House 
that we were going to make a very much 
better thing of it thanthe Germans. As 
to the Uganda railway, notwithstanding 
all the criticisms that had been passed 
upon it, it had in point of fact been made, 
for by the end of the year it was hoped it 
would be completed so as to run through 
trains. The cost of the railway per mile 
was not much more than the amount 
the Germans proposed to spend on their 
railway, and, in view of the enormous 
physical difficulties of the country that ° 
had to be crossed by our railway, he 
thought it would be admitted that ours 
was the cheaper of the two. He there- 
fore could not admit that the administra- 
tion of the Foreign Office was open to 
the criticism which had been directed 
against it. In his view we should show 
an immense want of confidence in our 
own powers, besides throwing away the 
money we had spent, if we did not go on 
to earn that reward for our exertions 
which he thought we deserved. 


(Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 75 ; 





date, Jubaland, and especially the hinter- 


Noes, 154. (Division List No. 345.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bolund, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Dewar, John A. 
Donelan, Captai 
Doogan, P. C. 
Elibank, Master 
Esmonde, Sir TI 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Flynn, James Cl 
Gilhooly, James 
Gurdon, Sir W. 





Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 

of Lambert, George 

1omas Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (I.outh, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 


(Inverness sh. 


n A. 


aristopher 


Brampton 


Charles Seale- 








1075 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Adjournment of 


O’Brien, J. P. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,Rt HnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson,RtHn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


St. John 


, Lawrence, Wm. F. 
| Lawson, John Grant 


{COMMONS} 


O’Shee, James John 
Partington. Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford) | 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts. John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


' Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Kdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton,RtHn LordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.RobertWm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
* Heath, James(Staffords,N.W.) 


Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hope.J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,F’versh’m 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


Lee, Arthur H.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Col. CharlesW. (Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale} 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M: Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L. B.(Cambs. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell,W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

' Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 


| Fitzroy,Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 


(Liverpool) | 


the House. 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr, 
Charles Hobhouse. 
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Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, Hn.Fred(Monm’thsh) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Her bert Pike Dar lington 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samenk, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Charles Hilton Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wilson,A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W. ‘Worcestersh. N.} 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Original Question again proposed. | Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 


| | day next ; 


Committee also report Pro- 


Objection being taken to further pro- | gress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
ceeding, the Chairman left 
make his Report to the House. 


the Chair to | 





+ 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve 
of the clock, till Monday next. 
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Monday, 22nd July, 1901. 


EARL OF CAVAN. 


Ordered and Directed, by the Lords | 


Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament | 21st day of March last, ‘ That no Private 


assembled, That a Certificate be sent by | Bill brought from the House of Commons 


' shall be read a second time after Thurs- 


the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Earl of Cavan to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for 


Ireland has been established to the satis- | 
faction of him the said Lord Chancellor ; | 


1 and that the House of Lords has ordered | : é ‘ 
| (according to Order), and dispensed with 


such Report to be sent to the said Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland; and it is hereby 
also Ordered, That the said Report of the 


said Lord Chancellor be sent to the Clerk | 


of the Crown in Ireland. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


STRATFORD - UPON - AVON, 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT- 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. 


{22 Jury 1901} 
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METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 


Business. 


| | with Amendments. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 
Moved, “That the Order made on the 


day, the 27th of June next,’ be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2%” ; 
agreed to: Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and 
committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [H.L.]. 
Standing Order No. 143A considered 


in respect of the said Bill. 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 34%, and passed, and sent to the 
_ Commons. 


| DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. 


Read 34, and passed. 


WELLS CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


A witness ordered to attend the Select | STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 


Committee. 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


with Amendments. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 


BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. | 
| 


Reported, with Amendments. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL, 


STRATFORD - UPON - AVON, TOW- 
CESTER, AND MIDLAND JUNC- 
TION, EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, 
AND EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND | 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY COMPANIES BILL. 


Leave given to the Select Committee 
to continue sitting in the absence of the 
Lord Headley. 


VOL. XCVII. 


[FourTH SERIES. ] 


DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS 
| ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments; a 
|further Amendment made; Bill passed, 


| and returned to the Commons. 
| 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


shi. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 


| DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAM- 
SHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


| | KINGSTON. UPON-HULL CORPORATION 
BILL. 
SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons, with the 
| Amendments agreed to. 


AND 


DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 


BILL. 


Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read. 


28 














1079 Returns, 
Eart SPENCER: 
tion whether it is desirable to proceed 


to the Third Reading of this Bill to-night. 
It is an important Bill which opens 


up very grave questions, and I think | 


noble Lords on this side of the House 
and other noble Lords would be dis- 
posed to move some Amendments. 
Notice was only given on Friday, and 


there has not been much time to put | 


down Amendments. I think, therefore, 
that it would be more convenient if the 
Third Reading was postponed. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): I quite agree 
with the noble Earl that if Amendments 
are to be moved the Third Reading of 
the Bill ought to be postponed. But I 


would remind the noble Earl that the | 


Bill had been down for Third Reading, 
and that I put it off on Friday so as to 
give any noble Lord who thought fit 
to do so an opportunity of moving an 
Amendment. I will put the Third 
teading down for Thursday. 


Bill to be read 3% on Thursday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
DUNDEE CORPORATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 
INVERGARRY AND FORT AUGUSTUS 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 


passed. 


KIRKCALDY AND DYSART WATER 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 34 (according to Order), and 

passed, and sent to the Commons. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 

STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER, 
AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND 
WEST JUNCTION, AND EVESHAM, 
REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 
AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Duke of Northumberland, 


the Lord Shute (V. Barrington), and the | 


Lord Braye be proposed to the House 
as members of the 
on the said Bills in the place of the Lord 
Saltoun, the Lord Ribblesdale, and the 
Lord Headley, and that the Duke of 


{LORDS} 


My Lords, I ques-| Northumberland be Chairman of the 


Select Committee | 








reports, de. 1080 


| said Committee ; read, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. 


|LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 


| CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
| 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
| tion, that the following Lords be proposed 
'to the House to form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the said 
Bills. viz. :— 

E. Waldegrave. 

E. Ilchester, 

V. Clancarty (E. Clancarty), 

L. Kintore (E. Kintore), 

L. Strathspey (E. Seafield) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly ; the Committee to meet 
on Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock ; 
and all petitions referred to the Com- 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills, to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
BETTING. 

Report from the Select Committee 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed; Minutes of 
evidence, together with appendices, laid 
upon the Table, and to be delivered out. 


(No. 173.) 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Report from the Joint Committee 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed; Minutes otf 
evidence, together with appendices, laid 
upon the Table, and to be delivered out. 
(No. 174.) 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
Proposed amendment of the scheme 
relative to the efficiency of Volunteers, 
under Order in Council dated 31st July, 
| 1880, as amended by subsequent Orders 
| (laid before the House on Friday last), to 
be printed. (No. 175.) 
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HOUSE OF LORDS’ OFFICES. buoys, and beacons (in continuation of 
First Report from the Select Com-| Parliamentary Paper No. 16, of 1900). 
mittee made, to be printed, and to be | 


eonsidered to-morrow. (No. 176.) Laid before the House (pursuant to 


Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2666. United States (Oregon), | oye RoyAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
No. 2667. China (Wuhu). TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

BOARD OF EDUCATION. VISCOUNT HALIFAX : My Lords, I 
should like to ask the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack when the Bill 
containing the new form of declaration 
(on accession by the Sovereign will be in 
the hands of Members. I am informed 
that it has not yet been printed, and, if the 
Second Reading is proposed to be taken 


Copy presented of statement showing 
(1) Schools in receipt of Parliamentary 
grants; (2) Grants paid to school 
boards under Section 97, Elementary 
Education Act, 1870; (3) School board 
accounts and list of loans, 1900-1901. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION to-morrow, the absence of the printed 
as. ig Smee ee ais _ | Bill is very inconvenient. 
Forty-fifth Report of the Commis- ill is very inconvenien 
sioners ; with appendix. Tur LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 


SALMON AND FRESH WATER of Hatspury): I can give the noble Lord 
FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND , WALES), 10 information as to the printing arrange- 
ments of this House. The noble Marquess 


who presented the Bill on Friday ex- 
plained that two small alterations were 
proposed from the form in the Report 

anemia ahs, Sie viens iit : resented by the Committee. I am 
seat ee _— afraid I cannot tell the noble Viscount 
when copies of the Bill will be available. 
They ought to have been distributed 
before this, but the printing arrange- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD ments of the House are not infrequently 
~~" (SCOTLAND). ? the subject of complaint. 


Sixth Annual Report of the Local cas , er 
Government Board for Scotland,* 1900. FINE ARTS COMMISSION. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered *Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, it is 


Fortieth Annual Report of the Inspec- 
tors of Fisheries (England and Wales) 
for 1900. 


Fifteenth Annual Report of the Inspec- 
tors, for 1900. 


t> lie on the Table. not often that I trepass on your Lord- 
ships’ time. I trust, therefore, that I 

PUBLIC RECORDS (ADMIRALTY may be allowed some indulgence in ven- 
DEPARTMENT). turing to address you on the present 


Ninth Schedule containing a list and occasion. I wish most heartily that the 
particulars of classes of documents which | task which I have undertaken was in 
have been removed from the office of the | better hands than mine, and that the 
Commissioners for executing the office of | matter was being brough before you by a 
Lord High Admiral of the United King- |; Member of this House less obscure and 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland and’ more persuasive. The reasons that I, 
d>posited in the Public Record Office, but rather than another, have undertaken 
which are not considered of sufficient this duty will appear as I proceed. I 
public value to justify their preservation | regret on this occasion the absence of 
therein, some noble Lords deeply interested in 

matters of art, who would, I think, have 
LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. (LOCAL ' given me efficient support had they been 
INSPECTIONS). here. But, above all, I regret the loss 

Reports to the Board of Trade by the which this House and the country sus- 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond and the tained some time ago in the death of Lord 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses | Leighton, the first painter, I believe, who 
of their inspection of local lighthouses, was promoted to the honour of the 
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peerage, and who would, I know, have 
given most hearty support to such a 
motion as that which I am about to bring 
forward. My motion is that an address 
be presented to the Crown for the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission similar in 
character and object to the Fine Arts 
Commission of 1842. The history of that 
Commission is not uninteresting, and the 
effect of its operations was by no means 
insignificant or unimportant; but so 
very long a time has elapsed since the 
appointment of that Commission, and 
indeed so long a time has elapsed since its 
functions came to a close, that I believe 
there are very few noble Lords in the 
House who now remember exactly what 
that Commission was, or what it did, 
while I believe there are many more who 
never heard of its existence. I therefore 
fear that I must for a few moments take 
up your time by recapitulating what the 
constitution, object, and work of that 
Commission were. 

Very shortly after his arrival in this 
country, his late Royal Highness the 
Prince Consort conceived the idea that 
the building of the new Palace of West- 
minster, which was then going on, might 
be made instrumental in promoting the 
improvement of the state of the fine arts 
in England, not only the arts of sculpture 
and painting, but also fine art of every 
kind—in wood-work, metal-work, glass- 


work, tile-work, etc. At that time, 
as we all know, English art was at 
about its lowest ebb, and those who 


take an interest in it can never be 
sufficiently grateful for the efforts which 
that illustrious person made to pro- 
mote its improvement. Sir Robert Peel, 
who was then Prime Minister, entered 
warmly into the Prince’s views. Sir 
Robert was himself a good connoisseur 
and a munificent patron of art. It was 
determined that a Commission should be 
appointed of which the Prince should be 
president, and of which certain great 
officials and others having interest in art 
and well versed in history should be 


members. Lord Lansdowne, Lord 
Aberdeen, Lord Stanhope, Hallam, 
Macaulay, Rogers, and others were 


members of the Commission. Sir Charles | 
Eastlake was its secretary, and the Prince | 
himself presided over if for twenty years | 


with untiring energy and assiduity. I 
believe that there was no report written 
Lord Stanmore. 


{LORDS} 
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| which was not to a great extent the 
| Prince’s work, and certainly the direction 
of their labour was guided and inspired 
by him. The Commission, between the 
years of 1842 and 1861, issued twelve 
Reports. In those Reports the history of 
its proceedings may be seen. I am not 
going to weary the House by a recapitula- 
tion of their contents. Sufficient it is to 
say that the objects the Prince had in 
view were three—firstly, the promotion 
and improvement of art generally in 
England ; secondly, the supervision and 
direction of the works of decoration which 
were to be undertaken in connection with 
the new Palace of Westminster; and, 
thirdly, the use in future of this building 
as a sort of supplement to Westminster 
Abbey, in which pictures of great histori- 
cal events as they occurred should be 
preserved and statues of distinguished 
men placed. It was intended that those 
pictures and statues should be slowly 
added to from time to time through a 
long series of generations. The first of 
those three objects met with a very fair 
measure of success; that is to say, the 
general standard of English art was 

wonderfully improved ; not that the im- 

provement was wholly due to the Com- 

mission, but it was one of the causes. 

No one who looks at the average run 

ef English pictures at an exhibition 
of the Royal Academy, and who re- 
members what they were sixty years 
ago, as unfortunately I can, would hesi- 
tate for a moment in saying that there 
is a very marked general improvement. 
There may be no very great pictures 
of very great painters that will outshine 
some of those of former days. Turner was 
a genius whom, perhaps, we cannot now 
equal, but the ordinary run of the ordinary 
pictures has most wonderfully improved. 
There are much fewer bad ones if there 
are not many more superlatively good 
ones, and this I believe to be due in a 
‘great measure to the Prince Consort's 
efforts, and not a little to the work of that 
Commission. The second object—that of 
directing and supervising the decoration 
of this palace—also met with a fair mea- 
sure of success during the time that the 
| Commission lasted. 

After a good deal of preliminary in- 
vestigation and inquiry they drew up a 
'great scheme for the decoration of this 
| building, using decoration in its widest 
| 
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and largest sense—decoration not merely 
in painting and sculpture, but all forms 
of decoration. Every successive Report 
stated what had been done in the period 
that had elapsed since the previous Report 
was issued, and laid down what was _ to 
be done in the following year. For 
many years those schemes were very 
fairly adhered to, with occasional modifi- 
cations as circumstances required. A 
Vote of £4,000 a year was placed at the 
disposal of the Commission, and they 
spent it first of all onthe pictures, statues, 
and decoration of this House. They then 
proceeded to decorate other parts of the 
building according to the plans laid down. 
That all went on smoothly during the 
Prince Consort’s lifetime. The twelfth 
Report of the Commission was the last 
which his Royal Highness signed, and it 
is interesting on that account. I believe 
it was to a large extent his work, and it 
is interesting as showing no sign what- 
ever of flagging on the part of the Com- 
mission. The Commission related what 
it had done in that year and the year 
before, and proceeded to state what they 
contemplated doing in the following year. 
It may interest the House to know that 
two of the last statues mentioned as 
about to be put up were those of two 
English heroes who certainly might 
expect to find a place in this building, 
for they were distinguished members of 
this House—Nelson and Marlborough, 
the last of whom, so far as I know, 
has no public memorial whatever. In 
December, 1861, the Prince Consort 
died. The Prince had been the life and 
soul of this Fine Arts Commission. It 
had been permeated by his spirit and 
inspired by his direction, and her late 
Majesty the Queen, not unnaturally I 
think—one can easily understand it— 
felt a sort of jealousy, if one may so call 
it, of anyone else oceupying the place 
which he had filled; and carrying on 
under new auspices the work which she 
wished to be identified wholly with him. 
Consequently the Commissioners met 


and prepared their thirteenth Report, | 


in which they alleged as a reason for dis- 
solving themselves the somewhat lame 
pretext that now they had so completely 
laid down the road that was to be taken 
and the course that was to be followed, 
that all that the Executive Government 


{22 Juty 1901} 


had to do was to follow in the path which 
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they had marked out, to carry on their 
programme, and to apply the £4,000 a 
year to the details of the block scheme that 
they had prepared; and they professed 
the innocent hope that the work would 
be carried on in the same way and with 
the same assiduity as previously. I need 
hardly say what happened. That, of 
course, happened which was bound to hap- 
pen. The wholething fell through. For 
a year or two there were some spasmodic 
efforts to keep up the work. A few 
contracts that had been entered into, a 
few commissions that had been given 
during the Prince's lifetime were con- 
tinued. One or two things were done 
afterwards; but, generally speaking, you 
may say that from that day to this, a 
period of forty years, nothing of any im- 
portance has been done in carrying on 
that scheme, which, remember, was not 
a scheme merely carried on from hand to 
mouth or from day to day, but was a 
large definite scheme, with definite works 
of art already decided upon and principles 
laid down as to the order in which they 
were to be taken up. 

When I say that nothing has been 
done I do not wish to be accused of ex 
aggeration. A few things have been done. 
Three First Commissioners of Works 
have shown some interest in the work 
in this building, and have done some- 
thing to carry iton. Sir Henry Layard, 
when First Commissioner of Works, 
persuaded the Government to which he 
belonged to put up the mosaic of St. 
George in the Central Hall, and well 
abused he got for it, most unfounded 
and calumnious accusations — being 
brought against him on account of his 
connection with the Musano glass works. 
Mr. Plunket, at a later period, thirty 
years after, succeeded in getting put up 
the corresponding mosaic of St. David ; 
and Mr. Lefevre, when for the first time 
at the Board of Works, was fortunate 
enough to anticipate the Treasury. 
When the Treasury wrote to him, after 
their usual period of deliberation, and 
asked him what use he proposed should 
be made of the rooms which had been 
vacated by the removal of the Courts of 
Law to the Strand, he answered promptly 
that he had already signed a contract 
for their demolition. They were 
demolished, and we now see the south 
side of Westminster Hall free of encum- 
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brances, and this has enabled a mysterious 
benefactor, of whose identity, of course, 
none of us have the slightest suspicion, to 
put up a statue to Oliver Cromwell. 
But with those exceptions the work has 
stood still; it has not only stood still, 
but it has gone back. I will now say how 
it is that that long delay in carrying out 
the work has caused me to come forward 
on the present occasion. During the 
years between 1850 and 1860 cireum- 
stances which I need not mention led me, 
though not a member of this House, to be 
very constantly in it, to be at almost all 
its meetings during those ten years. 
Every year, when your Lordships met 
again, there was about the House some- 
thing new that had been added. 
was some new picture or some new 
statue ; there was some elaborate piece 
ot wood-carving, or some delicate piece 
of metal work. The work went on. At 
about the time of the Prince’s death I left 
this country in public employment for a 
period of nearly thirty years. I do not 
mean to say that I was never in England 
during that time, but I never entered 
this House, and when, after those thirty 
vears, I came back here, I thought to 
myself how during that long period the 
work of the decoration of the House 
must have proceeded, and how magnifi- 
cent an interior the Palace would now 
What did I see? I saw, with 
the exceptions that I have just men- 
tioned, not only nothing new, but that 
many things that had been there before 
had fallen into decay and disappeared. 
One of the earlier works of the Fine 
Arts Commission was the painting of 
what is called the Upper Waiting Hall, 
but was in past days called the Poets’ 
Hall. That hall was decorated with 
pictures illustrating the greater of the 
English poets. There were pictures taken 
from Chaucer, Spenser, Shakespeare, | 
Milton, Dryden, Pope, Scott, and Byron, 
and some of them were works of art of | 
a high character. I see before me now | 
in my mind’s eye Cope’s fine picture of | 
Griselda from Chaucer. The only speci- | 
men of Watts’s which we had in the House | 
was his illustration of Spenser. Herbert’s | 
picture of Lear and Cordelia was also a | 
picture not to be despised. Well, my | 
Lords, in the early stages of decoration 
mistakes were often made. They made 
mistakes in painting most of those pic- | 
Lord Stanmore. 


] JOSSESS. 
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tures, and they began to decay. So did 
the pictures in this House, but when 
they began to decay they were promptly 
restored, and you see them now in good 
condition. But when these pictures up- 
stairs, fine pictures as some of them 
|were, began to decay, what did the 
|Board of Works of that day do! Did 
| they attempt to restore the pictures ? 
|No; they covered them over with a 
'vulgar wall-paper, and there they are 
| now, behind it, utterly obliterated. It 
|was a change from high art to most 
commonplace upholstery. One alone has 
‘escaped —the illustration of Dryden, 
/which, by the usual irony of fate, was 
|the poorest of the lot. All the others 
are covered up. Then, again, | have 
noticed a certain lack of care of the build- 
jing. Do any of your Lordships ever 
come up the stairs of what is called the 
| Peers’ Entrance? Most of us, | think, 


Comission. 





| usually come in another way. If you do 
/mount that stair you have an object 
ilesson in filthy furniture. 
‘earpet is of some coarse flannel -like 


stair 


The 


material—I have never ventured to touch 


} it except with my boot—and its con- 
i dition always brings to tay mind Dry- 
'den’s description of Buckingham’s last 
| couch, “ where tawdry yellow sirives with 


dirty red.” Besides dirt, over one stair 
there appeared to have been upset the 
contents of a huge office inkstand. When 
the time came, early this year, for the 
opening of Parliament by His Majesty, l 
thought that that at least would do one 
thing—that at any rate the staircase 
would be cleaned and the ink-spot got 
rid of. I was quite right so far as the 
ink was concerned, but in place of the 
ink-stained carpet they placed an equally 
dirty piece of red and yellow from some 
other part of the building on that particu- 
lar step. These are details which show 
a certain want of appreciation and want 
of care of the building as it stands. It is 
perfectly clear that the mere spasmodic 
efforts from time to time of First Com- 
missioners of Works will not supply the 
place of a Commission regularly consti- 
tuted and proceeding on a regular foot- 
ing. Of course, when there was no 
longer any Commission or Committee 
to press the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for the Vote, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was only too happy to avoid 
proposing it. The Government were 
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time to think about fine arts ; no money 
was voted, and nothing was done. It 
does not follow that a large sum is 
required to carry on the scheme. 
You need not have the whole of 
the £4,000. Half that sum, or even 
less, would do, if you go on steadily from 
year to year, and from generation to 
generation, making this Palace a great 
record of national history as_ illus- 


trated by art. What might not have been | 


done in the forty years which have 
elapsed since the Prince’s death, had 
the work been steadily continued in even 
the most modest way! No picture of 
Millais will ever now grace any of our 
walls. Landseer also can never be re- 
presented here. He had been engaged 
to paint three pictures, and one of his 
finest works, ‘‘The Monarch of the 
Forest,” was originally meant for your 
Lordships’ refreshment room. And espe- 
cially do I regret that Lord Leighton will 
never give us anything here, for his art 
was art especially suited for mural decora- 
tion. What Iam, therefore, asking His 
Majesty's Government to do—I know 
they will not do it—is to appoint a Com- 
mission or Committee which shall take 
up the suspended workof the Commission, 
and proceed with it, with such modifica- 
tions as may seem fit. The Commission 
when it expired had recommended as the 
next thing to be done the continuation 
of the decoration of the Royal Gallery. 
The Commission said (and their Report 
was signed not only by Prince Albert 
and by the men of taste, but by men of 
business like Lord Palmerston and Sir 
James Graham) of the Royal Gallery— 

“Tt is an apartment of great length and 
magnificence in which, more than any other 
room, the most excellent works of art should 
be placed.” 


Those of your Lordships who attended 
the recent trial in that chamber will be 
able to bear witness how far that 
recommendation is from having been 
carried out. With the exception of the 
two pictures of Waterloo and Trafalgar, 
not one of the many panels prepared 
for pictures in that chamber has been 
filled. Nor are there any statues there. 
The Commissioners asked that St. 
Stephen’s Hall should be next attended to. 
If any of your Lordships walk through | 


{22 JuLy 1901} 


busy about other affairs, and had no | 


|ment into taking action. 
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effect of the paper on the walls, you will 
see what I mean. Every one of these com- 
partments was meant tocontaina brightly- 
coloured picture. I remember passing 
through that hall with one of the mem- 
bers of the Fine Arts Commission and 
making some remark on the ugliness of 
|the paper. He replied :—‘ It is ugly, 
but it is so temporary that it does not 
matter.” That was fifty years ago, and 
yet that temporary paper still holds its 


Commission. 


place. At St. Stephen’s porch matters 
are worse. There the paper has 
split, opening dark chasms full of 


spiders’ webs and other horrors. I 
point this out to my noble friend 
who represents the Board of Works 
in this House, with this humble request, 
that he will not do anything to it, but 
will leave it there, spiders and all, to 
shame, if fnot us, perhaps a future 
generation into putting a mosaic there 
in its place. My points are these— 
that the Commission was doing a great 
and national work, and one which I 
believe the people of the country ap- 
preciated ; that whatever may have been 
the pious hopes and aspirations of the 
Commissioners when the Commission 
was dissolved, events and time have 
shown that it is quite impossible to carry 
on work of that kind without there 
being a steady fixed body to carry it on, 
a body which should not be under 
direct political influence, but should ke 
unbiased and composed of persons of both 
sides of politics, and men of no polities ; 
that no great annual expenditure is 
needed, for £1,000 or £2,000 a year spent 
steadily for forty or fifty years would pro- 
duce great results. I do not expect His 
Majesty's Government to grant my 
request. They never do _— grant 
such requests at the first hearing, but 
I do hope that some of your Lordships 
may take to heart what I have said, and 
may look at the site of the destroyed 
pictures [I have mentioned, where the 
name “Shakespeare” is inscribed in 
large gold letters over what is now a 
dirty sheet of flock-paper, and see whether 
something cannot be done to influence the 
public mind and His Majesty’s Govern- 
Although I 
am afraid my noble friend at the head 
of the Government will not help me, 


my attachment to him politically and 


St. Stephen’s Hall and mark the dingy | personally is unabated. But for this 
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eccasion only, and for this purpose, I 


wish the noble Earl (Lord Rosebery) 
place, | 


his predecessor occupied his 
because the noble Earl had the courage, 
when he was Prime Minister, to express 
what I hold to be the soundest views 
we have had from any public man with 
regard to the relation of the State to art. 
I cannot do better than read an extract 
from the speech of the noble Earl which 
was made at a dinner of the Royal 
Academy— 

‘Why do you drink the health of H.M. 
Government at all? What is it that H.M. 
Government ever does for art? They buy 
pictures, but only of the dead. I am happy to 
annennee that H.M. Government is about to 
entrust to one of our first sculptors a great 
historical statue which has too long been 
wanting to the series of statues of those who 
have governed England. But that in itself 
does not seem to me sufficient for the duty of 
the State ‘towards art. I am aware that the 
State employs architects; but I venture to say 
it is with a feeling of despondency, almost 
amounting to despair, that any citizen hears 
that the Government are about to erect a 
public building. We have a great history. 
What does the State do in the way of calling 
upon art to illustrate that history? So 
far as I know, the history of England as 
illustrated by art encouraged by the Govern- 
ment ends with the Peace of 1815—with 
the two pictures in the House of Lords. Are 
there not scenes in history as worthy of being 
¢ommemorated since that time, scenes con- 
nected with the Siege of Lucknow, scenes con- 
nected with European campaigns which at 
least call for the exertion ofthe pencil at the 
instance of the State no less than those glowing 
records which have been preserved in the 
palaces of Venice and Versailles? What do you 
do to commemorate your men and women ? 
Have you no men and women worthy of being 
commemorated in portraiture at the expense of 
the State? Is it to be supposed that our 
history is so blank a record that the State 
eannot find a farthing with which to honour 
a man unless he be illustrious enough to be 
buried in Westminster Abbey? You will never 
have a satisfactory portrait gallery unless you 
are able to give commissions to living painters 
to paint living men. Objection may be made 
that you are likely to find a painter less 
renowned for his art than his politics, and to 
give him employment to paint a person who is 
not renowned for either. For all that, I will 
cling to my Utopia of a State which recognises 


that art is a part of civilisation, and that art | 


has as great a part in commemorating history 
as any of the great writers this country has 
ever known. I yet hope that in more haleyon 
days, and perhaps under a more halcyon 
Administration, some opportunity may be 
found for realising my dream.” 


] wish the noble Marquess’s Government 
were that haleyon Administration ! With 
your Lordships’ permission I will con- 


Lord Stanmore. 


{LORDS} 
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clude my remarks by reading a letter 
which I have received from Sir Edward 
Poynter, President of the Royal 
Academy :— 

“T am sure that your proposal to revive 
the Fine Arts Commission, with powers to 
carry on the work of decoration of the Houses 
of Parliament for which it was originally con- 
stituted, could not but be an excellent thing 
for the encouragement of art of the higher 
kind. Since the abolition of the Commission 
the work of completing the decoration of the 
Houses of Parliament has been continued ina 
very spasmodic manner, any efforts in that 
direction being prompted rather by the in- 
dividual taste ot the First Commissioner for 
the time being than in obedience to any 
ordered system. Asan instance, I may men- 
tion that a gap of something like thirty years 
superseded the execution of the mosaic of St. 
David in the central lobby from that of St. 
George. The grant of a very moderate annual 
| sum would suffice, as such work could be done 

by degrecs, to complete the original intention 
of the Commission to decorate the walls of the 
building with scenes from English history and 
the English poets. It would be easy to enlarge 
upon the advantages to the English school of 
painting which would be gained by the en- 
couragement of the historic style of art; and 
I cannot but think that it is the proper function 
of the Government to give this encouragement, 
which can hardly be supplied by private in- 
dividuals. I hope that your motion for the 
revival of the Commission may be successful.” 


Moved, “ That a humble address be 
presented to His Majesty praying that 
His Majesty will direct the appointment 
of a Royal Commission similar in cha- 
racter and object to the Fine Arts Com- 
mission of 1842.’-—(The Lord Stanmore.) 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BuRY): My Lords, I am sure everyone 
in this House concurred most fully and 
enthusiastically with the expressions 
used by the noble Lord in celebration 
of the virtues and of the great services 
of the late Prince Consort. I do not 
think that he could well have exagge- 
rated the work that the Prince Consort 
did; but it is necessary to remember 
that the Prince’s position was one ol 
delicacy and peculiarity, that he could not, 
by the courtesies and practice of our 
Constitution, avowedly exercise executive 
authority, and that it could only be 
through the action of some Commission 
of the kind that was instituted in 1842 
that he could bring his great influence 
to bear and carry out, at least in some 
‘degree, the completion of the great 
_artistie designs of which his mind was 
| 
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full. I think my noble friend has not | us of stains upon various carpets, and 
considered the peculiar position occupied | he has criticised some wall-paper put up, 
by the Prince Consort, and how far it | and has declared it to be ugly. 1 do not 


furnishes the key to the somewhat | 


know it myself, but of this 1am certain— 


curious and mysterious history of the | | that if the noble Lord and his artistic 


artistic efforts of the last sixty years. | 
If it had not been on account of his great 
influence, of the power he could bring to 
bear, and of the assistance he could give 
in all departments of government, | 


following say it is ugly, we shall find 


| another following ready to say the reverse. 


But the noble Lord thinks things have 


|gone from bad to worse, and he has 
| dwelt on the strange neglect of al] First 


doubt very much whether the Commis- | Commissioners of Works, who during 


sion would have had the effect which, 
according to the admission of my noble 
friend, it has had. But he did his best, 
and he did a great deal. But is the idea | 
of my noble friend practicable that by 
reviving the special machine which, in 
view of his peculiar position, the Prince 
invented and worked, we can repeat 
the same results, or similar results, ina 
different generation, at a considerable | 
distance of time? I do not believe it. | 
I believe the work of the Commission 
was the work of the Prince Consort, and | 
practically of nobody else. A pregnant 
and instructive fact is that since he died 
the artistic effort flickered and went out, 
a most sufficient indication that either 
it had been burning in a strange atmo- | 
sphere or that there was nobody, no | 
power, that could carry on the work 
to which he devoted himself. My noble 
friend has attributed the refusal of the 
Queen to name another chairman to 
feelings with which we all most deeply 
sympathise, but I do not think it is 
necessary to go to those feelings to ex- | 
plain the fact that Prince Albert had no 
successor. I believe he had no successor | 
because there was no one, there could be 
nobody, fit to take up the work death 
compelled him to drop, and the evidence 
of this is found in the forty years which | 
have elapsed without one step being | 
taken or one effort being made to revive 
the activity of that Commission he | 
instituted. Surely that is sufficient to | 
show you that the subject was to some 
extent, at all events, strange and un- 
congenial, and not one that could revive 
that amount of enthusiasm necessary 

push an ambitious project thorough 
two Houses of Parliament. That is, I 
believe, the whole history of that 
Commission. 

My noble friend has dwelt very strongly | 


their fleeting tenures of office have in 


almost ev ery case done nothing to carry 


| on the work of the Commission which the 


Prince Consort was compelled to abandon. 
Well, but is that an isolated phenomenon! 
Are you to take it as merely a curious 
thing to be written in your Museum 
that for forty years the British people 
and those by w hom they were represented 
took none of those steps in favour of 


‘advanced art which my noble friend 


desires? Surely the more reasonable 
explanation is that the British people 
did not care about it. I am afraid that 
is what my noble friend will find. He 
cannot set in motion spontaneous 
machinery by which artistic feeling and 
enthusiasm among the people can be 
perpetually generated. If some man 
of the power, position, and extraordinary 


gifts of the Prince Consort were to arise, 


no doubt many artistic things would 
be done, and many pictures would be 
commenced ; but as soon as the inevit- 
able shortness of human life brought 
limitation to his efforts we should again 
fall into the hopeless difficulties my 
noble friend speaks of. In the sense 
in which my woble friend speaks and for 
the purposes he has in view, and I am 
bound to add for the expenditure neces- 
sary, he will not find a very large amount 
of sympathy among those who govern 
the country. But be this as it may, | 
sympathise with my noble friend in his 
desire to remedy what he considers great 


‘evils, and to fill that great gap which 


during the thirty years of his absence 
from this country has been found in 
our artistic achievements. I quite sym- 
pathise with his wish that all wall-papers 
should be pretty and all carpets clean, 
but the point is, what is the remedy, 
what is the mode of getting to this result ? 
My noble friend proposes pro tanto to 


on the evil results, and has carried his|take the Executive Government to 
investigations so far that he is able to tell | pieces and place power of doing these 


XU 
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things not in those belonging to the | 
Executive Government by virtue of | 
well-known constitutional machinery, 
but in a Commission—I do not know | 
how it is to be named, but it is to be per- 
manent, and it is to be specially marked 
as independent of the political influences 
of the day. That rather reminds one 
of a paradox of which the Chinese have 
been accused, who felt it necessary to 
burn their houses to provide roast pork. 
My noble friend wants this great 
reform of artistic feeling ; he therefore 
proposes to set up machinery such as 
exists in no other part of our Constitution, 
and which is at variance with all our 
constitutional traditions. I said in no 
other part of our Constitution, but there 
is the India Council, which represents | 
in some degree this Commission, which 
my noble friend would set up for the 
propagation of orthodox art in this 
country ; but the India Council is the 
inheritor of the great company by which 
our Indian Empire was constructed, 
and no doubt it was found impossible to 
so entirely reverse what had previously 
been done as to sever our connection 
with that tradition, and a compromise 
of a singularly illogical kind was therefore 
devised, and, like many other illogical 
things, it has worked singularly well. 
But I do not think my noble friend will 
persuade either House of Parliament 
to part with its executive power in 
matters of art, orin the superintendence 
of art, in order to remove to a distance 
the danger of repetition of such horrors 
as my noble friend has detailed. Why 
should they part with the power more 
in matters of art than anything else ? 
My noble friend has indicated his wish 
that this Chamber should be taken in 
hand, and that expenditure on ornament, 
to which he has not assigned any limit 
or any limiting power, should be directed 
to stimulating our artistic faculties 
while we sit here. What power are we 
to put into the hands of this Commission, 
and what should be its relation to the 
Exchequer ? Some of the observations 
of my noble friend with respect to things 
that should be revived and restored, 
the delicate ironwork which shouid be 
wrought, the beautiful carving to be 
made—these things, however admirable 
in an artistic dream, are, I am afraid, 


calculated to cause a cold shudder to! 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


{LORDS} 
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the back of a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. These things can only be 
obtained by money. 

For forty years it has been the opinion 
of Parliament, as indicated by its action, 
that the money for these purposes 


_would not be forthcoming—that is to 


say, that there were other objects 
preferable to them that claimed expen- 
Does my noble friend think 
that the precise juncture of time on 
which he has lighted is one in which 
that argument will be less potent than 
it was before? I am afraid if he could 
infuse into the minds of the Treasury 
all the artistic feeling with which he is 
replete, and imbue them with his enthu- 
siasm for remedying all the evils he 
points out, even then there would, I am 
afraid, remain in their mouths the 
answer that there are many things now 
requiring expenditure, and that they 
hardly think that this is a wise moment 
to open a new chapter in that expendi- 
ture which we have said good-bye to for 
forty years. My noble friend says this will 
be little, but that is a very worn-out 
excuse for artistic persons, who thus 
begin and think they can successfully 
develop their theory of expenditure. 
Their appetite is not easily satisfied, 
their artistic demands are increased, 
made more acute and greedy of satisfac- 
tion. I fear that no person who takes 
an interest in the finances of this country 
would look with any great satisfaction 
upon a commencement of this new sort 
of expenditure to be spent, not by 
persons appointed by the Government, 
which has the confidence of Parliament, 
but appointed and to remain unchanged, 
and to have permanent power whatever 
changes may take place in the tastes 
or the resources or the wishes of Parlia- 
ment. It seems to me my noble friend 
has embarked on an enterprise which 
is certainly hopeless now, and though 
undoubtedly we can all wish him well 
in the desire to improve the artistic 
taste of the country, and especially to 
improve the building in which we stand, 
still for everything there is a time and 
opportunity, and Ido not think that the 
present day is the proper opportunity 
for setting up such a Commission as my 
noble friend asks for. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 


Lords, I do not rise to support the motion 
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of the noble Lord, and I can well under- | 
stand the reluctance of the noble Marquess | 
to entertain it. But I do not altogether 
sympathise with the reasons the noble 
Marquess has given. The noble Lord 
towards the close of his entertaining 
speech quoted at length from a speech 
of mine which I had forgotten and assured 
the noble Marquess of his enthusiastic 
support. I should have preferred to 
have had the compliments reversed. I 
would rather he had quoted from the 
speech of the noble Marquess, and pro- 
mised me his support. 
sure after the sneers and scoffs directed 
to his speech by the noble Marquess the 
noble Lord may not take one step further, 

from that I observe he has already ti iken 
from the cross benches, and finally find a 
resting-place here. The reasons of the 
noble Marquess are, as usual, of a some- 
what unexpected character. Another 
disappointment ! ! He says the Commis- 
sion would be of a wholly unconstitutional 
character, and he at once began to draw 
his familiar warning about the danger of 
pulling the English Constitution to pieces. 
Considering that that Commission 
lasted for eighteen or nineteen years, 
without any violent strain on the Con- 
stitution, I am really at a loss to know, 
unless it be the mere fact of the noble 
Lord’s prolonged absence from the 
country, what constitutes a change in 
the Constitution that makes the Commis- 
sion a constitutional peril. Then he said 
the sum of money the C ommission might 
dispose of would be of an alarming cha- 
racter for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. Well, the old Commission dis- 
posed of a fixed sum of £4,000a year. The 
noble Lord, in his extreme anxiety to 
avoid offending the Treasury, knocked 
off 50 per cent., and then another 25 per 
cent., and professed his readiness to 
undertake the work—for I presume he 
would be on the Royal Commission, if 
appointed—for the comparatively mode- 

rate outlay of £1,000 a year. 

As regards the strain on the Consti- 
tution, the objection as to extravagance 
coming from a Government which is 
spending money at the present rate, 
urged against a faithful follower of the 
noble Marquess is a little overstrained. 
I sympathise much more with the objec- 
tion which the noble Marquess hinted at 
rather than expressed. I mean the! 
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I am not quite | 
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conviction that this is not the proper 
assembly in which to bring forward such 
a motion, because whatever else the Com- 
mission means, it means a certain outlay. 
It is not a great sum. It is carrying art 
as low as ever it was carried in a great 
country. But, whether it be 5s. or 
£5,000, the House of Commons will 
watch with extreme jealousy any attempt 
on the part of this House to spend that 
money without a direct motion being 
brought on in the House of Commons. 
Therefore, I regret that the noble Lord 
is not in possession of a seat in the other 
House, that he might urge his claims in a 
more generous and suitable atmosphere. 
I think, if I may say so, he is a little 
exhilarated by the recent success of my 
noble friend (Lord Wemyss) on the cross 
benches, who has defeated the Govern- 
ment on an artistic question, and has, 
therefore, emboldened the noble Lord to 
try a bout with the Government again. 
But on this occasion I hope we shall 
remember—I do not know what the 
practical issue of the resolution of my 
noble friend is going to be—I do not know 
if the Government have yielded to the 
votes of this House ; its appearance is not 
encouraging—but, at any rate, if we are 
to be changed into an assembly for the 
discussion of artistic questions, it is well 
that they should be questions in which 
no expenditure is involved, because you 
have a double obstacle to meet, on the one 
hand an unyielding Treasury, except to 
deman s with which the Government 
is in more sympathy, and also the in- 
stinctive jealousy of the House of Com- 
mons on all questions of expenditure. 






As my speech has been dragged into 
the discussion, I hope you will allow me 
to ride a hobby, which I trotted out in 
that speech, in a harmless manner for 
another five minutes. I think the 
Government does singularly little for art 
in this country. On the whole I think 
that is a good thing. In other States 
where personal government is more the 
rule than here, sovereigns are apt to 
send to the annual exhibitions of art 
and buy collections of pictures, with which 
they enrich their palaces and adorn pro- 
vincial museums. I will not say with 


| what result to the palaces and museums, 


though : have a strong opinion on the 
point. should be sorry to see the 
noble ane followed by a suitable: 
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staff, passing through a private view of 
the Royal Academy, with a marked 
catalogue in his hand, noting the pur- 
chases he intended to make on behalf of 
the Government. It is no disparage- 
ment to his taste to say—-I am sure he is 
convinced of it—that his purchases 
would be universally criticised by the 
friends of those whose pictures were not 
purchased, and that he would create a 
political situation for himself of a much 
less enviable kind than that which henow 
enjoys. But that is not the whole truth 
of the matter. My special feeling is con- 
nected with our collection of national 
portraits. I do not wish, as the noble 
Lord does, to see portraits of leading 
statesmen hung about our corridors. | 
do not think they are proper places for 
them. I prefer Cope’s ‘ Griselda,” 
wherever she may be, though the noble 
Lord did not indicate to what region of 
the Palace of Westminster she has 
vanished. I think | would be invidious 
to hang the portraits of statesmen about. 
We should be confronted with the rivalry 
of political parties, and it would be said 


one statesman was hung ina better place | 


because he belonged to the party domi- 
nant at the moment. But surely the 
place for the collection is the National 
Portrait Gallery, and for that the Govern- 
ment have done nothing. All Govern- 
ments are equally to blame. I am not 
impeaching the Government now in 
power, and I think the allowance—fixed 
at a time when the prices of pictures 
were different from what they are now— 
is something like £1,200 a year. For 
that sum you might get one good work 
by a first-rate artist, but certainly not 
more. In these circumstances, with the 
competition of those engaged in trusts 
in a neighbouring continent, and of 
those who have made money by miracu- 
lous means elsewhere, there is absolutely 
no hope for our national collection of 
obtaining any portraits that are worth 
having except by legacy. 

You may say that the expressive por- 
traits are those of men who have died. 
That does not affect the question of the 
encouragement of living art. It is not, 
moreover, wholly «true, because the 
purchases are not entirely of those who 
have passed away. But what I want to 
point out is that there would surely be 
no great difficulty if the National Por- 

The Earl of Roseberu. 
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trait Gallery were empowered to apply 
to the Treasury for permission to entrust 
the execution of a portrait of some 
great contemporary to some _ great 
living artist to enrich the walls of the 
National Portrait Gallery. If this be 
not done, you have no conceivable chance 
except through the patriotism of the 
individual, and that is not a quantity 
on which you can always reckon, of 
obtaining the portraits of great living 
contemporaries for the national collec- 
tion. Take Mr. Gladstone. You have 
one very fine portrait of Mr. Gladstone 
by Millais. It is not in the National 
Portrait Gallery, and you owe it to the 
munificence of Sir Charles Tennant that 
jit has a place in the National Gallery. 
It is an ornament there. But would it 
not have been better if the State, at any 
rate after Mr. Gladstone had retired from 
| public life, had commissioned a man like 
Millais, or Holl, or the still living Sargent, 
to paint the portrait of Mr. Gladstone 
‘and add it to the national collection? It 
would have encouraged art, and it would 
have raised your collection of portraits 
to something worthier of the name than 
|now. I can hear the objection made to 
| that—-‘* Who is to choose these national 
| portraits »” The Minister of the day, 
it might be said, might like his portrait 
in the National Gallery, and there might 
be some “job” in the way of getting 
his delineation in. My answer to that is 
twofold. In the first place, 1 never met 
anyone who would sit for his portrait 
except under the severest compulsion 
or under the highest sense of public duty. 
In the second place, | would not hand 
over the power of selecting the portraits 
to be painted to the Government. | 
would hand it over to a perfectly impar- 
tial and non-political body--the Trustees 
of the National Portrait Gallery ; and 
if they were allowed to ask that some 
distinguished man should sit for his por- 
trait to some great artist so that they 
might have his portrait, I believe they 
might be trusted to act on their discre- 
tion with wisdom, and I am quite sure 
the Treasury might be trusted to resist 
any undue choice with still greater 
wisdom. 

Therefore I do not believe that you 
could enter on any large expense, and I 
am sure you might limit the portraits 
to one or two a year, and I am sure the 

















1101 


resul 
With 
no 

men 
trait 
passe 
almo: 
me | 
Sarge 
Lord 
owen 
to ev 
sumr 
[ft th 
posse 
hims' 
to ha 
he hi 
could 
cious 
husb: 
priva 
pictu 
Portr 
that | 
and, : 
the « 
Marq 
Minis 
dence 
Some 
we sl 
Wher 
fainte 
tingu 
turne 
poste1 
secur 
Rober 
by de 
poste! 
tempi 
not ¢ 
you tl 
out o1 
of wh 
squan 


give a 


*THI 
as my 
like te 
this 1 
Lord 

to the 
porta 


good 





1100 


apply 
itrust 
some 
great 
f the 
is be 
hance 
f the 
intity 
n, of 
living 
eollec- 
have 
Istone 
tional 
(0 the 
t that 
llery. 
uld it 
it any 
| from 
n like 
rgent, 
istone 
pn? dt 
would 
rtraits 
> than 
ide to 
tional 
> day, 
yrtrait 
might 
etting 
that is 
r met 
yrtrait 
ulsion 
duty. 
hand 
rtraits 
nt. | 
mpar- 
‘ustees 
; and 
some 
is por- 
+ they 
> they 
discre- 
e sure 
resist 
rreater 


it you 

and | 
yrtraits 
ire the 








1101 Fine Arts 


{22 Juty 1901} 





Commission. 


1102 


result would be eminently desirable. ; which have been delivered by the noble 
Without that I think you will have, 


no portraits worthy the name 


of | 


men living now, because when the por- | 
trait of the great man is a success it | 


passes out of your power to obtain it at 
almost any rate of expenditure. Let 
me give an instance. Last year Mr. 


Lord Chief Justice, Lord Russell of Kill- 
owen, which I think must have appealed 
to every one of us as one of the most con- 
summate portraits that has been seen. 
[f the State had chosen to be the private 
possessor of that portrait, Lord Russell 
himself would have been only too glad 
to have conceded it to the State. Now) 
he has gone, and I doubt whether you 
could induce his family to yield so pre- 
cious a relic of their great father and 
husband. It is quite true that, owing to 
private munificence, a replica of that 


| ment to art. 
Sargent painted a small head of the late | 


Marquess at the head of the Govern- 
ment and the noble Earl, Lord Rosebery, 
who has driven his furrow. through 
the speech of the Prime Minister. It 
is no doubt desirable that the State 
should, as far as possible, give encourage- 
I was once on a Committee 
with reference to the National Gallery, 
and we recommended that the State 
should give a certain sum—£10,000, I 
think—for the purpose of purchasing 


| pictures for the National Gallery. [| 


| matter 


picture will be painted for the National | 


Portrait Gallery. But it is only a chance 
that Mr. Sargent is now alive to paint it, 
and, after all, a replica is not the same as 
the original portrait. Take the noble 


dence of the majority of the country. 


we shall be wanting a portrait of him. 
Where shall we get it ? 
faintest notion. 
tinguished Field-Marshal who has re- | 
turned from South Africa. Some day | 
posterity will curse you if you have not 
secured an adequate portrait of Lord 
Roberts until too late. In the meantime, 
by doing what is fair to history and 
posterity you will have encouraged con- 
temporary art at a sum which would 
not exceed £2,000 or £3,000. When 
you think of the millions you are pouring 
out on the plains of South Africa, much 
of which, as in any war, must at least be 
squandered or misspent, I ask you to 
give a mite in the way I have suggested. 


*Tue Eart of WEMYSS: My Lords, 
as my noble friend referred to me,I should 
like to say a few words with reference to 
this motion. I think my noble friend 
Lord Stanmore has done good service 
to the State in bringing forward so im- 
portant a matter, and he has also done 
good service in eliciting the speeches 





believe that sum, thanks to which our 
National Gallery can compare with that 
of any other country, is still being given. 
There you have the principle of money 
given being well spent for the encourage- 
ment of art. As to the further decora- 
tion of this House, I think that is a 
open to question. What 
wanted in my opinion in this country is 
a permanent body which should have 
control over official architectural eecen- 
tricities, and should put a check on 
engineering monstrosities such as we see 


is 


}in some of the bridges over the Thames.. 
Marquess who has been so long Prime 
Minister, and has so long had the confi- | 


I was on a Commission which recom- 
mended this, and it was suggested that 


‘such a body might be composed of the 
Some day—I hope a long day hence— | 


I have not the | 
Again, there is a dis- | 





President of the Institute of Architects,. 
the President of the Royal Academy, 
a professor of architecture, the President 
of the Institute of Engineers, the Lord 
Mayor of London, the Chairman of the 
London County Council, and a certain 


/ number of other persons, including prob- 
\ably the First Commissioner of Works.. 


I think some body of that kind would be 
useful. Two years ago I gave a list of 
what appeared’ to me official eccentrici- 
ties in the matter of architecture, and it 
is unnecessary that I should repeat them. 
Take the Admiralty building. I asked 
a question the other day, which was not 
answered, with reference to what was 
going on behind the hoarding. My 
noble friend Lord Pembroke threw the- 
blame of that building, which he has a 
horror of, in company with many others,,. 
upon a Committee of the House of Com- 
mons, and he said’ that a Committee of 
the House of Commons was the very 
worst body in the world to decide on any 
matter of art or architecture. I do nct 
suppose my noble friend means that the 
building was designed by the Committee.. 
The design, which was submitted fer- 
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their approval,came from the Office of 


Works. 


THe Eart oF PEMBROKE: Several 
designs by several artists were submitted. 


*TuE Eart or WEMYSS: But the plan 
was submitted by the Office of Works to 
the Committee.' 

Tue Earn or PEMBROKE: No. 
*Tue Ear, or WEMYSS: At any rate, 
you have a plan submitted by somebody 
to a Committee, who have nothing to do 
with it except approve or disapprove of 
it. I have reason to believe that the 
plan in accordance with which the build- 
ing is being erected is not the plan that 
was submitted to the Committee, and of 
which they approved. Here is a letter I 
have received on the subject— 


“T have found out what is going on behind | 


‘the hoardings at the Admiralty. The original 
{Board of Works design, approved by a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, had one 
feature which, though not redeeming its other 
faults, was less hideous than the rest—an open 
colonnade, where the garden wall on to the 
parade now is, connecting the two blocks of 
buildings. This, without any word of public 
intimation, has been given up, and for it a big 
block of buildings substituted which will com- 
pletely alter the character of the parade, and 
convert the Admiralty garden into a closed and 
stuffy court.” 

My informant is a very reliable person, 
and it is for Lord Pembroke, who is the 
mouthpiece of the Office of Works in this 
House, to tell us whether or not that is 
the case. If such a body as I have re- 
ferred to existed, and before any of these 
buildings were erected the proposals had 
to come before them, the public would 
then know, especially if that body insisted 
upon models being used, what was being 
done, and it would be impossible for 
such a state of things to have arisen as 
has apparently happened in connection 
with the Admiralty, and such official 
eccentricities in the matter of architec- 
ture and engineering as we now see 
would be prevented. Let me give a few 
instances of what I mean. There 
Hungerford Bridge, with its elephantine 
legs, straggling across the river, spoiling 
the view of one of the most beautiful 
structures in the world— Waterloo 
Bridge, which Canova said was well 
worth a journey from Italy to see. 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


is 
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| Again, there is that beautiful bridge at 
| Blackfriars, close to which a_ hideous 
‘railway bridge has been allowed to be 
be 


Commiission. 


erected. Can anything more 
jugly on the line of the river 
than Cannon Street or Hungerford 


Stations? If we had a properly consti- 
tuted artistic body, as I suggest, we 
should be spared these disfigurements. 
/I next take Putney Bridge. 1am not an 
admirer generally of the doings of the 


| London County Council, but at Putney 


they have built a most beautiful bridge, 
from which, when it was first erected, 
there was a lovely view both up and 
down the river. But, what happened ? 
Close to it a railway company was allowed 
to put up a hideous structure which 
destroys completely the view of the 
reach of the river below the bridge. 


My noble friend referred to my 
motion, which was carried the other 
day by 41 votes to 20, and said 
he did not know what course 
the Government were going to take 
with regard to it. I shrugged my 


shoulders, thereby meaning to imply 
that I was in the same state of ignorance 
as my noble friend. He thought I meant 
that the whole thing had been given 
up, and that the Government were going 
to do nothing. I cannot believe that the 


Government will do nothing. Two 
years ago 140 peers petitioned for a 


certain thing ; this year the professors 
of architecture and the Institute 
of Architects petition for the same 
thing, while on a division a motion 
for the making and_ exhibition of 
models is carried against the Govern- 
ment by two to one, and on going through 
the division list I find that of the 
twenty who voted in the minority there 
were only three peers not belonging to 
the Government. My noble friend the 
Secretary for Scotland smiles at the idea of 
these petitions influencing any member 
of the Cabinet or the Government. I say, 
if they do not, he ought not to be there. 
I have received a letter stating that the 
city of Westminster—the part of London 
most interested in what is being done— 
have memorialised the Office of Works in 
favour of the exhibition of models. 
Surely the Government will take some 
action. It is not an aristocratic tyranny 
under which we live. We are a free 
nation, and the Government are sup- 
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posed to represent the views of the people. 
[do not ask at present what the Govern- 
ment are going to do with regard to my 
motion, but I hope they will think the 
matter well over before they come to 
any decision. 


*Lorp STANMORE: I shall not say 
much in reply, but I wish to point 
out that I am not much _ touched 
by the criticisms of my noble friend 
at the head of the Government, because 
he occupied himself in knocking down 
a house which I had not built. He 
pointed out how very objectionable 
it would be to have a Commission, 
spending money apparently without the 
control of Parliament. What I asked 
for was a revival of a Commission which, 
as the noble Earl opposite has said, 
lasted for twenty years without anybody 
objecting to it, and which has many 
bodies resembling it as distributors of 
money voted by Parliament. Of course 
the Votes of money would be given 
annually in the same way as before by 
the House of Commons. A _ Vote of 
£1,000 a year would enable the Com- 
mission to fill up one panel a_ year. 
What I ask is that an interrupted and 
unfinished work should be continued. 
Nor do I object to the wall paper used 
as ugly; that is a matter of individual 
taste. What I do object to, and what I 
think the Government should prevent, 
is the papering over of fine works of 
art, whether the paper itself be pretty or 
ily. Those destroyed works of art are 
the first things that eall for restoration. 
[know my motion will not be carried 
on a division, and therefore [ will not 
put your Lordships to the trouble of 
dividing. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES 
SUSPENSION BILL [u.1.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3% to-morrow. | 


{ 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 

Tue Duke or ABERCORN, who had | 
given notice to move that certain noble | 
lords be named of the Select Committee | 
toconsider the Report and recommenda- | 
tions of the Fry Commission, said: My | 





{22 Juty 1901} 





1106 


Lords, I have come with considerable re- 

_luctance to the conclusion that the Com- 
mittee had better stand over until next 
session. There would, of course, be no time 
for it to report this year, and therefore 
any sittings that it might hold would 
practically be time wasted. Besides, 
certain noble Lords whom I have named 
to serve are not anxious to be on the 
Committee, whilst others whose names 
are not included are exceedingly desirous 
to take part in the inquiry. Under 
those circumstances I deem it better 
to postpone the appointment, and | 
trust the Government will next year 
assent to the inquiry taking place. 


Money. 


NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 

Lord MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
rise to call attention to the large amount 
of naval prize and other moneys remain- 
ing unclaimed and undistributed, and to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiratly 
whether he is aware that there are a 
number of sailors, marines, and other 
persons entitled to naval prize bounty, 
salvage, and other moneys who have 
been unable to ascertain what is due 
to them, or to get their claims paid to 
them by the Admiralty ; whether he 
can state approximately the total amount 
due and remaining outstanding and 
unpaid, commencing from the year 
1853 to some recent date; whether he 
will agree to a continuation Return 
of the printed Return dated 3rd March, 
1863, of naval prize, bounty, salvage, 
and other moneys received and distri- 
buted by the Admiralty to some recent 
date, with two additional columns show- 
ing “ amount distributed ” and “ amount 


remaining undistributed,’’ and whether 


he will see that all items like those No. 
172, ‘‘ Acorn and 55 others,” and 177, 
“Assistance and thirty-nine others,” 
in the Return of March, 1863, are cor- 


‘rected in the Return now asked for by 


the insertion of the full names of all 
and each of the fifty-five and thirty- 
nine or other number of ships referred 
to in those items, in such a way that 


| officers and crews of those ships respec- 


tively may be able to ascertain for them- 
selves whether they have a right to 
participate in such prize money, ete., 
and whether he will include in such 
Return such portion of the correspon- 
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dence as will be useful to those who 
consider they have claims to the undistri- 
uted portion of such naval prize money, 
bounty, salvage, ete. respectively . 


THe FIRST LORD oF THE 


Lords, there are no cases known of 
persons being unable to ascertain what is 


due to them for prize money; each 


claim is at once investigated on receipt, | 


the applicant informed of the 
result. An account is presented annually 
to Parliament showing the payments 
made on account of naval prize money, 
and the balances outstanding at the 
end of the year. The last account 
presented was for the period ended 
31st March, 1900, and showed a balance 
of £50,353. The information given in 


and 


the printed Return of 3rd March, 1863, | 
could be continued if required, with the | 
amounts | 


additional information as_ to 
distributed and amounts still outstanding, 
together with the names of all the ships 


participating in the awards, but such | 


Return would require considerable labour, 
and would take some time to prepare. It 


{COMMONS} 


ADMI-, 
RALTY (The Earl of SeLBorNne): My | 


Business. 1108 


| have leave to sit this day till Four of the 
clock, notwithstanding the Sitting of the 
House.—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


| 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS _[Lords} 
(STANDING ORDERS — APPLICABLE 


THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No: 1) 
Bill [Lords]. 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) 
Bill [Lords]. 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 


Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be 
second time to-morrow. 


read a 


is not understood what correspondence | 


would be required, nor that any useful | 
purpose could be obtained by publishing | 


any. The Admiralty have recently de- 
cided to publish a list giving particulars of 
all prize money unclaimed within the 
last forty years, and, as this will enable 
the officers and crews of the ships there- 
in named to ascertain for themselves 
whether or not they are entitled to any 
prize money, it may not, under the 
circumstances, be considered 
of 3rd March, 1863, 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Six of the clock, till 
to-morrow, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 22nd July, 1901. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, 
ITC. 

Ordered, Thatthe Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, 


necessary | 
to ask forthe continuation of the Return | 


TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. 


' Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 


{Lords}. 


'CHESTER CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


TRAMWAYS 


BILL 


| ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
[Lords]. 


| Read the third time, and passed, with 
/an Amendment. 


| WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC., BILL [Lords]. 


| Read the third time, and passed, with 
| Amendments. 


| 
| 


ELLAND GAS BILL [Lords]. 
_ As amended, considered ; to be read 
| the third time. 


| 
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FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND NEW- | > ONS 
PORT RAILWAY BILL {Lords}, [Nor | saad 
| 


AMENDED. ] f i 
Considered ; to be read the third time. art EDU CATION (0. 2) BELL 
Petition from Rochdale, against ; to 


lie upon the Table. 





LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [Lords]. 


WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
As amended, considered ; to be read | CHILDREN BILL. 
the third time. Petitions in favour, from Dumbarton, 
| and North Kensington (six); to lie 
yes aepar, | upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


baarieeneen soieadlnces | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and | CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
agreed to. | Petition from Canonbie, in favour; to 
7 | lie upon the Table. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 


BILL [Lords]. | SOVEREIGN’S re ON ACCESSION 
[UNDER THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PRO- | tile ‘ . ae 
CEDURE (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899.] Petitions against, from Edinburgh, 


Bill read the third time, and passed. and Stepney ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| eee 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) | 


BILL [Lords]. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) | ee : 
BILL [Lords]. | SALMON AND FRESHWATER 


‘ j , | FISHE iS NGLAND AND WALES). 
Read the third time, and passed, with- | FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND ES) 


out amendment. Copy presented, of Fortieth Annual 


|Report of the Inspectors of Fisheries 
\(England and Wales), for 1900 [by 


MESSAG } i Ss. ? m™ 
sami Sadlcdee eran /Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


That they have agreed to: Long Eaton 


Gas Bill; South Metropolitan Gas Bill,| gga FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
with Amendments. | WALES). 


That they have agreed to Amendments | Copy grove hes baci —— 
to Faversham Water Bill [Lords] ; Wis- Report of the oe ors, , om ble 
bech Water Bill [Lords], without amend- [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


—. /TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, (No, 1) BELL. j 

“ An Act to revive and extend the powers Return presented, relative thereto 

for the compulsory purchase of lands by [ordered 19th July, Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 

the Llanelly Harbour and Burry Naviga- to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

tion Commissioners ; for the execution [No. 272./ 

of works authorised by The Llanelly! ~~ . ere . 

Harbour Act, 1896; for the improve- TRAMWAYS pone sheen 

ment of the Port and Harbour of Llanelly; iaeitier es 

and to empower the said Commissioners, _ Return _ presented, relative thereto 

to borrow moneys with the consent of [ordered 19th July, Mr. Gerald Bal- 

the Urban District Council of Llanelly ; four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 

and for other purposes.” Llanelly Har-, printed. [No. 273.] 

ene | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
| (No. 4) BILL. 

LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. Return presented, relative thereto 

Read the first time ; and referred to [ordered 19th July, Mr. Gerald Bal- 

the Examiners of Petitions for; Private | four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 

Bills. |printed. [No. 274.] 
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Questions. 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. 
INSPECTIONS). 


(LOCAL 


Copies presented, of Reports to the | 


Board of Trade by the Trinity House 


of Deptford Strond and the Commis- | 


sioners of Northern Lighthouses of their 
Inspection of Local Lighthouses, Buoys, 
and Beacons (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 16, of Session 
1900) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 275.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Sixth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Sixty-seventh Re- 
port of the Commissioners, being for the 
year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Report 
of the Commissioners, with Appendix 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Statement show- 
ing (1) Schools in receipt of Parliamentary 
Grants ; (2) Grants paid to School 
Boards under Section 97, Elementary 
Edueation Act, 1870; and (3) School 
Board Accounts and List of Loans for 
the year 1900-1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2663 to 2667 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Public Records (Admiralty).—Copy 

of Ninth Schedule, containing a 

List and Particulars of Classes of 

Documents which have heen removed 

from the Office of the Commissioners 

for executing the office of Lord High 

Admiral of the United Kingdom of 

(treat Britain and Ireland, and deposited 

in the Public Record Office, but are not 

considered of sufficient public value 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 1112 


to justify their preservation therein 
[by Act]. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—WANTON 
DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
BY BOERS. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he has any official infor- 
mation to wanton destruction of 
private property in the Cape Colony by 
the Boers under Commandant Scheepers. 


as 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am informed by 
Governor that on 6th July Scheepers, 
accompanied by Lieutenant Luyt and 
twenty-two men, rode into Murrays- 
burg and stated that he intended to 
burn down public offices. He allowed 
acting magistrate to remove contents 
of fsafes and some papers and_ books, 
and warned him to leave by noon on 7th 
July. He also warned Skarwood, store- 
keeper, and Innes, secretary of divisional 
council, that he intended to burn their 
houses, and gave them one hour to 
remove goods. They removed nearly 
all their furniture, but time did not 
permit of removing Sharwood’s stock. 
Both houses, as well as public offices and 
their contents, and some carts and 
wagons, were then burnt by Scheepers'’ 
orders. Scheepers left on 7th July, 
saying that he was going to burn down 
Herholdt’s farmhouse. He carried out 
his threat, but I have received no particu- 
lars as yet. I have seen telegram from 
Commandant of Richmond saying that 
farmer from Murraysburg reports Schee- 


| pers stated that his next bonfire would be 


in Richmond, and threatens that any 
farmer who reports to authorities would 
get his farmhouse burnt, and would 
have to leave with his stock to nearest 
military station. I understand that Mr. 
Herholdt was the well-known Dutch 
member of the Cape Legislative Council. 
He has taken no part in the war, and 
his only offence was, I believe, the 
moderate attitude adopted by him in the 
Cape Parliament. The proceedings of 
Scheepers appear to be mere acts of 
brigandage. 
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CONCENTRATION CAMPSt—COMMITTEE | Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
OF ENGLISH LADY VISITORS. Molton) : I beg also to ask the Secretary 
*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George, Han-| of State for War if Lord Kitchener has 
over Square): I beg to ask the Secretary | telegraphed to Queensland that he would 
of State for War whether he is in a/| be glad of more mounted troops for 
position to publish the names of the} South Africa. 
committee of ladies who are to go out 
and visit the Boer refugee camps, and} Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to these 
report on their condition. questions, some Queenslanders who have 
- OOD ET ADDY en | previously served in South Africa are 
_IaP SBCRETARY,o STATE, mn |SSSo Sn hoo 
ford): The committee of ladies whom it | epee ae arginine nero 
is proposed to appoint to visit the Boer | _ cae ead ia ‘din a 
concentration camps and co-operate with | ie ara = 0h ey Fsedh Beciete ciao 
the local committees will be composed | he er ee schemes 
as follows :—Lady Knox, who has con-| 2% 2% ae ne any turin moneeee 
Pa Nene, ne .. | troops, and I have reason to believe that 
siderable experience of South Africa | ha te tule exteed with. the mrt 
before and during the war, and whose | },, Pate A ee ee 
ministrations to the sick and wounded ——— 


in Ladysmith did much to alleviate | FAA (fleck *T\. UT : 
their sufferings; Mrs. Fawcett, LL.D., | PP lor ee oe = 
who has taken a leading position in all | ee as 
: sate See | of 5s. per day ? 
movements for the improvement of the | 
condition of working women; Miss| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! That 
Lucy Deane, His Majesty’s inspector of | P ronnie bof ics snes i 
factories, who has very large experience | aa a 
in special investigation and in inquiries | 
into matters relating to women and) SPION KOP. 
children ; Miss Scarlett and Dr. Jane | . é : 
Watherston, who are both medical | Mr. SWIFT MacN EILL (Donegal, S.): 
graduates, with considerable practical | 1 beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
experience of work abroad—both are| the War Office whether he is aware that 
now in South Africa; Miss Brereton, | ight months after the battle of Spion 
who has been in charge of the Yeomanry | Kop Mr. G. L. Coventry, a loyalist, who 
hospital in South Africa, and who has| owns the farm on which Spion Kop 
much administrative experience. The | stands, had to bury the bodies of no 
appointment of the two last named) fewer than thirty-one soldiers who had 
cannot be completed pending further | fallen in the engagement at Spion Kop 
information as to the time which they | and had not received proper sepulture ; 
can spare from their professional calls, | 40d has the War Office any, and, if so, 
Lady Knox, Mrs. Fawcett, and Miss | What, explanation to offer for the desecra- 
Deane left for South Africa this morning. | tion of the bodies of men who lost their 
' lives in that battle. 





| 
| 
| 
| 


LORD KITCHENER’S DEMAND FOR Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
MOUNTE 5 TAR OFFI Q 
_ MOUNTED TROOPS. = ——s|vne WAR OFFICE (Lord STaNLey, 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | Lancashire, Westhoughton): I’am not 
fordshire, Lichfield) : I beg to ask the | aware of the fact alleged in the first part 
Secretary of State for War whether | of the question. As regards the second 
Lord Kitchener has accepted the offer of | part, I have nothing to add to my pre- 
more mounted troops from Queensland | yjoys replies on this subject. ‘ 
in the last few days. 

jim tebeieiaencs ot (he Debates quetions| M2 SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
relating to camps for the accommodation of | noble Lord allow me to hand him a 
disaffected (civilian) refugees will take the | photograph taken on the spot ? 
heading “ Concentration Camps” ; questions 


relating jto camps for the accommodation of , peo! 
loyalist refugees will take the heading | *MR. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 
“Refuge Camps.”—[Ep. ] ' can be done privately. 


2T 2 
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ALLEGED MURDER OF A BOER AT | tion of the period of twenty years service 
PETERSBURG. required. As regards the Militia, em- 





Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to} bodied service will be allowed to reckon 
ask the Secretary of State for War) towards the twenty years service re- 
whether his attention has been called to | quired. 

a statement by Corporal Wynne Jones, | 





A.S.C., that on entering Petersburg the | 
troops shot down a young Boer whom | 
they found there, and afterwards finished | 
him with the bayonet, and whether he | 


ARMY REORGANISATION—MOUNTED: 
RIFLEMEN. 


Sm ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


will institute inquiries with the view of | ig ' “ : 
: : . - | War whether in the Army Reorganisa- 
having the men who committed this ,. Sel entree a: Miggs 
EE |tion Scheme any provision has been. 
ie tauaanaan | made for training an increased. number of: 
r oa . | . . . . 

Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. Iam not | regular soldiers in the duties of mounted. 
aware of any such statement, nor am I/men armed with the rifle; whether 
prepared to institute inquiries into a| it is contemplated that, in the event of 

. | ° . 
statement unsupported by corroborative | war with a first class Power, the Imperial, 
testimony. Yeomanry authorised by the new scheme 

| should be invited to volunteer for foreign 


, er service ; whether it is intended to arm. 
on ees, SENN. pres cavalry regiments with the rifle; 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, |and whether any cavalry regiments will, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State in future be trained to rely upon fire 
for War whether the leading residents | effect rather than upon shock tactics. 

at Dordrecht, in the Middleburg district, | 

were ordered recently to attend the} Mr. BRODRICK: All the questions: 
execution of a prisoner in that place, | involved In my hon. friend’s question 
and, if so, whether he can state the reason | are being carefully considered, but I am 


for this proceeding. | 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have received 
the following telegram from General | 
Kitchener— 

“General French reports some twenty dis- | 
loyal Dutch were ordered to attend. Deval 
also ordered as being Under-Sheriff. —- Execu- | 
tion took place in prison yard, which is | 
altogether hidden from public view by high | 
walls. Dutch Reformed Church minister was | 
with prisoner on the scaffold, and for two 
days previously.” | 

ROYAL MILITARY SCHOOL FEES. | 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- | 
gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for War, in view of the fact that | 
an officer who has retired on a pension | 
at the age of forty, after nmeteen years | 
service, has to pay the full contribution | 
(as in the ease of a civilian) in respect of | 
his sons in the Royal Military Academy 
and the Royal Military College, whether 
he will take the case of these officers into 
consideration ; and can he say whether 
service with embodied Militia counts for 
all purposes as Army Service. 


Lorp STANLEY: No. sufficient 


| 
| 





reasons have been adduced for a reduc- 





not prepared at present to make any 
statement upon them. 


H.M.S. “SUNFISH” AND “SKATE.” 


Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty. 


| whether he can say at what date the 


repairs to H.M.S. ‘‘ Sunfish ” and H.MLS. 
“Skate” will be completed; and. 
whether any date can be fixed when. 
they will be out of dockyard hands. 


THe SECRETARY tT: tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Repairs to “Skate” are con- 
plete, and she is out of dockyard hands. 
Repairs to “ Sunfish’? dependent on 
delivery of materials by contractor. 
The date for completion cannot yet be 
fixed. 


VENTILATION ON WAR VESSELS. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether’ 
the Board of Admiralty contemplate the 
adoption of an improved system ot 
ventilation on board His Majesty's 
ships, especially in vessels belonging to 
the Mediterranean, East Indies, and. 


China Squadrons. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Improve-| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is en- 


ments are being made continuously in tirely a matter for the discretion of the 
ventilation arrangements for HisMajesty’s | officer in command. 
ships, so as to fit them for any stations 
to which they may be sent. No special gyjn~egp INDEMNITY — METHOD OF 
action is contemplated for vessels attached | . PAYMENT. _ 
to the Mediterranean, East Indies and | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On behalf 
China Squadrons. A new departure | o¢ the hon. Member for East Mayo I beg 
has been made in recent battleships and 4 3.1 the Under Secretarv of State for 
cruisers, based on the extensive use of Foreign Affairs acai” the ‘Allie d 
dectro-motors for fans, with special | Powers have yet agreed on the method 
arrangements for air supply and exhaust | 5¢ payment of hs Chiise tebeeatie 
in each compartment. and the means by which the indemnity 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY — ALLEGED is to be raised ; and if they have, whether 
OFFER OF SIGNOR MARCONI TO | he can state them to the House. 


THE ADMIRALTY. a F . 
Mr. HARMSWORTH: I beg to ask| _T#£ UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 


FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester): It has been 
agreed that payment should be made by 
means of 4 per cent. bonds payable by 
| China to each of the creditor Powers. 
Considerable progress has recently been 
'made in the negotiations with regard 


by the Admiralty when it was first | 5 
y ;to the sources of revenue to be utilised 


offered by the inventor, whether he can é 
y d |for the service of the bonds, but I am 


explain why this offer was not accepted. | : 
P y P /unable as yet to make any more detailed 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No such | Statement. 
price has ever been paid, and no such | 
offer as that suggested in the question| BANISHED CHINESE MINISTERS. 


the Secretary to the Admiralty, having 
regard to the fact that the cost of each 
installation of wireless telegraphy is 
£4,000, and that it would have been 
only one-tenth of that amount if Signor 
Marconi’s invention had been accepted 


can be traced at the Admiralty. | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On behalf 
| of the hon. Member for East Mayo, I beg 

GUNNERY AND TORPEDO to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
LIEUTEN ANTS. Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 


*Srm JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar-, ment has any information as to the 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to | whereabouts of Prince Tuan and General 
the Admiralty whether the gunnery and Tung-fuh-Siang; and are they able 
torpedo lieutenants of battleships and! to say whether Prince Tuan is at the 
cruisers will have all night in during | head of a considerable force. 


the mancsuvres ; or W hether they will Viscount CRANBORNE : According 
take regular turns of watch keeping at sige rege Fabel ; 
. ae . : to latest information Tuan is with his 
night the same as other lieutenants. relation the Mongol Prince of Alashan ; 
5 - Tung is in the western part of Kansu. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The ques-| We in no ‘iibiaclbinioln to the effect 
tion of what officers will be engaged in suggested in the last sentence of the 
watch keeping on the ships taking part question we 
in the manceuvres is a matter which | : 
must depend entirely upon the captains | 
of the respective ships, who can alone | FOREIGN TROOPS IN CHINA. 
decide on what allocation of duty is| Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
necessary in view of the special service, Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
on which the ship is employed. | Affairs if he will say what are the num- 
| bers of foreign troops at Shanghai, 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB: I understand | specifying numbers and nationalities. 
‘that at other times they do not keep 
watch. Arethey todosointhe coming Viscount CRANBORNE: The 
Manceuvres ? | foreign troops now at Shanghai are :— 
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British, 1,945 ; French, 750 (6 guns) ; | 
German, 850 (4 or 6 guns); Japanese, | 
, The amount actually paid was £313,656. 


300. 
CHINA—COST OF MILITARY 
OPERATIONS. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint ’ 


Boroughs): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer whether he can state | 


the estimated total cost of the military 
operations in China up to the present 
date ; and can he now give an estimate 
of the total cost of the naval operations 
in China. 


*THeE CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 


Bristol, W.): The total estimated cost 
ot the expeditionary force is put at 
£4,350,000. This does not include any 
expenses of the Royal Navy, which it is 
not possible to estimate. 


NATIONAL COAL SUPPLY. 

Mr. M‘'KENNA (Monmouthshire, 8.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, in view of the ex- 
pressed desire to conserve our coal sup- 
plies for future generations, he will 
consider the expediency of adopting 
means to prevent or curtail the free 
letting of mineral areas still undeveloped, 
tracts of such areas still existing in South 
Wales and other coal-producing districts. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hardly 
know to what the hon. Member refers ; 
perhaps he will be good enough to 
communicate with me privately. We 
have under consideration the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission to deal with 
the coal supply of the United Kingdom. 


~~ 


INCOME TAX ABATEMENTS. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS : I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can say what was the estimated total 
amount of abatements to which income- 
tax payers were entitled during the year 
ending the 31st March, 1900, and what 


was the total amount actually paid to | 


such persons during the same period. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is not | 
possible to give the information asked | 
for in the first part of the question, as | 
the Board of Inland Revenue can have | the First Commissioner of Works if he 
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no knowledge of any title to abatement 
unless a claim be made in respect of it. 


Questions. 


CHEQUE BANK LIQUIDATION. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state the amount 
of liabilities owing by the Cheque Bank 
to holders of Cheque Bank cheques at. 
the time of the bank’s suspension, and 
the amount of cash held and capital un- 
called ; and whether any of this has been 
paid away ; and, if so, how much to the 
holders of the cheques ; and whether he 
has any further information as to the 
progress of the liquidation. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLtp BALrour, 
Leeds, Central): I am not in _ pos- 
session of any further imformation 
as to the progress of the liqui- 
dation, and regret that I cannot 


furnish the particulars asked for. I have 
already informed my honourable friend, 
in reply to previous questions, that the 
voluntary liquidation is being continued 
under the supervision of the Court, but 
that no compulsory order has been made, 
and that the Board of Trade have con- 
sequently no control over the liquida- 
tion. 


CORONATION CEREMONY—WEST- 
MINSTER ABBEY. 

Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works if any arrangements 
have been made for preparing West- 
minster Abbey for the Coronation 
ceremony, and if the Dean and Chapter 
and their architect will retain any con- 
trol over the structure of the Abbey 
during the progress of the works. 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dove.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : No arrangements have 
yet been made for preparing Westminster 
Abbey for the Coronation. The answer 
to the second part of my noble friend's 
question is also in the negative, as, accord- 
ing to precedent, the work would be 
undertaken by my Department. 


QUEEN VICTORIA MEMORIAL. 
Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask 
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about the National Memorial to Her 
late Majesty, and if any opportunity 
can be afforded to the public of seeing 
a model of the suggested group of 
statuary which is to form the chief 
feature of the memorial. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: 
nothing at present to add to the answer 
I gave on Friday last. My noble friend 
will recollect that the matter does not 
rest with me. When the design shall 
have been selected, I have promised that, 
if it involves an alteration of the Mall, 
the plans of any such alteration shall 
be exhibited in the House. 


SUICIDE OF LONDON ACTRESSES— 
SALE OF COCAINE. 

Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the death 
of two actresses, caused by taking 
poisonous doses of cocaine ; and, con- 
sidering the increase in the practice of 
taking this drug internally, whether 
he will take steps, by legislation or 
otherwise, to place some restriction upon 
the sale of cocaine, except to medical 
men and others skilled in its legitimate 
use. 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 


{22 Juty 1901} 


is in a position to make any statement | for the 


I have | 


RircHte): I am informed by the Privy | 


Council that a Committee has been 
appointed to consider the First Schedule 
of the Poison Act, 1868, and that the 
matter will be referred to them. 


GREENWICH UNION 
SCANDAL. 


CEMETERY 
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Home Department, to whom 
this question should have been ad- 
dressed, is informed that in order to 
carry out the licence to remove the body 
of one of the paupers referred to in his 
answer of Monday lastt it was found 
necessary, owing to the confusion which 
had occurred, to opentwo coffins. It was 
only to this extent that there was any 
exhuming of bodies without authority. 
The removal of coffin plates was most 
reprehensible, and the guardians have 
taken serious notice of the matter. He 
trusts that the regulations they have 
laid down will prevent the recurrence 
of such a scandal in the future ; but he 


does not see how the case would be 


bettered by making the officials of the 


cemetery and the workhouse mortuary 
responsible to only one authority, even if 
that were practicable. 


CARDIFF HIGHER GRADE SCHOOL. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether his attention has been 
called to the published statement of Mr. 
Lewis Williams, chairman of the Cardiff 
School Board, that, if the fifteen years 
age limit is applied to the higher grade 
school at Cardiff, there will be 273 
students excluded and not 160, which 
is the number in the science school alone, 
and leaves out of account the numbers 
in the elementary section, and further 
that in the Cardiff intermediate schools 


there are only eight scholarships offered, 


‘leaving 265 children, 


of 


nine-tenths 


'whom are quite unable to pay the fees 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to | 


ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, having regard to 
the exhuming of bodies without authority 
at the Brockley Cemetery, and the action 
of the superintendent in allowing plates 
to be removed from coftins and Roman 
Catholics to be interred in the Protestant 
part of the cemetery, he will take steps 
to prevent such action in future by 
making the officials of the cemetery and 
mortuary responsible to only one 
authority. 


of the intermediate school ; and whether 
he has receiyed any communication 
from the Cardiff School Board on the 
matter; and, if so, to what purport ; 
and, if not, whether he will inquire into 


‘the matter. 


j 


| 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): 1 have seen 
the statement. My observations applied 
to the school of science, and the numbers 
I gave are not disputed. I have received 
no communication from the Cardiff 


*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. | School Board, and I see no ground for 


Ritcuie): The Secretary of State further ing 


re 
aay 
d 





t See page 999. 


1 


+ See page 432. 
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LONGTON (STAFFS.) SCHOOL BOARD | telegraph of the island of Sark with 
AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION. /Guernsey. He was in correspondence 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg to ask | with the Attorney General of Guernsey, 
the Vice-President of the Committee of | who took much trouble to obtain the 
Council on Education whether his atten- | necessary guarantees, but unfortunately 
tion has been called to the proceedings without — success. The Postmaster 
of the Longton (Staffordshire) School General has no reason to suppose that 
Board on Tuesday last, at which it was'the Marconi Wireless Telegraph Com- 
stated that the technical classes of the pany are prepared to maintain perma- 
town council had not dwindled in the’ nent telegraphic communication between 
art classes from 140 to 40, in the short- | Sark and Guernsey without charge ; and 
hand classes from 110 to 7, and in the it is, of course, permanent communi- 
physiography classes from 70 to 10, | cation that is required. 
because of the competition of the board’s | 
tree evening continuation school close by,|; Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Is the 
but because the board about a year ago hon. Gentleman aware that the Marconi 
temporarily withdrew its students from Company offered to do this without 
the technical classes during a dispute charge, either permanently or tem- 
with the town council as to representa- | porarily ? ; 


tion on the technical instruction com- | ree — 

mittee, which was satisfactorily settled ; | Mr. Al STEN CHAMBERLAIN : No; 

whether he has received any communica- | #¢¢ording to information supplied me by 
the Postmaster General he has no reason 


tion from the Longton School Board on ; “I; 

the subject ; and, if so, to what purport ; t© Suppose that the company are willing 

and, if not, whether he will inquire into maintain the communication per- 
manently. 


the matter. 
. Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Is not 

Sir J. GORST: There seems to be no the hon. Gentleman aware that the 
substantial difference between the state- company put their offer in writing 
ment in the question and that made by , " 
me in the House. A resolution of the) *\fg. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
school board was sent to me traversing | question has been answered. 
my statement in general terms, and I | 
have asked the school board to specify | 
in what particular the statement is in- WEST INDIAN MAIL DELAYS. 


correct. | Sm CHARLES DALRYMPLE (Ips- 
| wich): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
SARK AND GUERNSEY TELEGRAPHIC | Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
COMMUNICATION—WIRELESS TELE- | General, whether he can explain why the 
GRAPHY. ‘letters by West Indian mail steamer 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- ‘‘ Orinoco,’’ which were landed at Ply- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the| mouth at 9 p.m. on Wednesday last, 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster were not delivered in the city of London 
General, whether anything is being done | before 3.45 on Thursday; and what 
to connect by telegraph the island of | steps it is proposed to take to avoid such 
Sark with Guernsey ; and whether he | delay in future. 
proposes to continue the policy of his | 
predecessor in refusing an offer of Mar-| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
coni’s Wireless Telegraph Company to mails were forwarded from Plymouth 
connect Sark with Guernsey by wireless by the first available train ; and unless a 
telegraphy without any expense what- special train had been employed the 
ever to the Government. letters could not have been delivered any 
learlier. The Postmaster General has 
THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To for some time had under consideration 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | the question of making special arrange- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post-| ments for forwarding the West India 
master General has not received any | mails from Plymouth on occasions such 


fresh application for the connection by |as that referred to by the hon. Member, 
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but he has not yet been able to arrive at a 
definite conclusion on the subject. 


Questions. 


BUTTER STANDARD COMMITTEE— 
IRISH REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to a resolu- 
tion of the Clare County Council calling 
tor the appointment of some representa- 
tives of the Irish salt butter industry on 
the Committee appointed to consider the 
butter trade; and whether the sugges- 
tion of the Clare County Council will be 
favourably considered. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): Yes, 
Sir; but, as I have stated, my right hon. 
jriend the Minister for Agriculture can- 
not consent to an increase in the number 
of Irish representatives. He proposes 
to deal with the difficulty by appointing 
on the Committee another member who 
will represent the consumers or the trade 
in this country. 


DEVELOPMENT OF SOUTH KERRY 
FISHERIES. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the number of applications that have 
heen received since April, 1900, by the 
Congested Districts Board for the con- 
struction of piers, slips, and roads, and 
for loans in connection with the develop- 
ment of the fisheries and other industries 
in the congested districts of the Parlia- 
mentary Division of South Kerry, how 
many of these applications have been 
granted, how many have been held over 
for favourable consideration when grants 
are next allocated ; and whether he will 
state the amount of money that has been 
‘expended by the Board in these districts 
during the past financial year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Eleven applications 
for works in South Kerry were received 
in the period stated ; of these eight were 
postponed, one was rejected, and in two 
cases grants were made. The number 
of applications for loans in connection 
with fisheries and other industries was 
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and five are pending. The amount issued 
on loans was £779 10s. 2d. In the case 
of expenditure on agricultural schemes, 
the accounts of the Board do not dis- 
tinguish between such expenditure in 
local areas, and it is not practicable, 
therefore, to give the information desired 
at the end of the question. 


Questions. 


MULLINGAR UNION ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the officer ap- 
pointed by the Local Government Board 
to adjust the balances for and against 
the several electoral divisions in Mullingar 
Union took into consideration that at 
the end of the half-year ending 30th 
September, 1898, there was £200 due to 
the division of Killucan from the Board 
of Public Works, of which the said divi- 
sion only was given credit for £70 ; and, 
seeing that the electoral divisions of 
Killucan, Gloghan, and Clonlost, during 
the half-year ending 25th March, 1899, 
expended for purposes under the 
Labourers Acts, in anticipation of loans for 
schemes already sanctioned by the Board 
of Works and the Local Government 
Board, the sums of £195 4s. 2d., 
£106 19s. 8d., and £174 7s. 10d., respec- 
tively, and as these divisions were caused 
by this capital expenditure to appear in 
debt, and were called upon to meet it by 
increased taxation, and as the adjustment 
order was made when the late clerk was 
ill and unable to explain the matter to 
the adjusting officer, whether he will 
request the Local Government Board 
to reconsider the cases of these divisions 
with a view of having the amount of the 
extra rate refunded ; and will he state 
whether each of these divisions has been 
credited with the full amount due to them 
from the Board of Works for the building 
of labourers’ cottages under the several 
schemes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A sum of £70, not 
£200, was due to the Killucan Division 
on the 30th September, 1898, out of a 
loan sanctioned for the erection of cot- 
tages in that division. The adjusting 
officer dealt with the balances certified by 
the auditor on the final account of the 
former board of guardians for the half 











year ended March, 1899. He had no 
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power to deal directly with the balances 
of the previous half-year to September, 
1898, though these were brought for- 
ward in the accounts for the following 
half-year, and consequently were taken 
into consideration when the adjustment 
Orders were made. The reply to the 
last paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
accounts of these divisions have all been 
investigated and _ reinvestigated, and 
there does not appear to be any necessity 
for further consideration. 


ROMAN CATHOLICS AT 
BELFAST. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Monday evening last a 
planned attack was made by a party of 
roughs upon a number of Roman Catholic 
cattle drovers engaged in the work of 
removing cattle from the railway vans 
of the Great Northern Railway to the 
English cross-channel steamers at Bel- 
fast, and that one of these Roman 
Catholic workmen while so engaged was 
beaten and sustained severe injuries ; 
and, seeing that these cattle drovers 
have been repeatedly threatened and 
assaulted during the past twelve months, 
and thereby intimidated from pursuing 
their avocation, whether he will take 
measures to put a stop to the congre- 
gating of these roughs between 3 o'clock 
and 9 o'clock in the evening outside 
the Great Northern Railway works 
by stationing a sufficient number of 
police from the railway gate to the Boyne 
Bridge to protect the workmen therein 
engaged. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
before me is to the effect that a Roman 
Catholic named Black was assaulted on 
the 15th instant while engaged in this 
work, but that, so far as the police can 
ascertain, no planned attack was made 
on the Roman Catholic drovers. I 
have not sufficient information to enable 
me to reply to the remainder of the ques- 
tion, and perhaps the hon. Member 
will be good enough to repeat it to- 
morrow. 


ATTACKS ON 


EXTRA POLICE IN COUNTY SLIGO. | 


Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
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Ireland, in view of the fact that there 
are already three permanent police 
stations within a radius of two and a 
half miles of Leitrim Farm, in Sligo 
county, where iron huts are now being 
erected, and, seeing that these are 
sufficient to afford protection to one 
individual, whether he will undertake 
that unnecessary cost be not inflicted 
on the ratepayers of that district by the 
erection of the iron huts referred to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Protection will be 
given from the four new police stations 
in the district of Achonry to any indi- 
vidual who may be threatened or molested 
in the pursuit of his legitimate occupa- 
tion. The circumstances leading up to 
the formation of these stations are well 
known. No unnecessary cost will be 
imposed upon the ratepayers by the 
employment of a force of extra police, 
but a moiety of the expenses incurred 
will be levied off the district so long 
as it may be found requisite to retain this 
additional force. 


Mr. O’DOWD: Is it not the fact that 
there are already sufficient police there 
for protection purposes ? 


Mr. FLYNN: If the county council 
refuse to pay for the extra police on 
the ground of their being unnecessary, 
what course will the Irish Government 
take in the matter ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I decline to answer 
so hypothetical and, I trust, so remote 
a question. 


Mr. O’DOWD: Are the huts erected 
for the protection of more than one 
person ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They are for the 
protection of any person who may 
require it. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
consequence of the small amount of 
duty these police perform they 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 





IRISH LAND APPEALS. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the proceedings before the 
Land Commission Judges at the Four 
Courts, Dublin, on the 16th instant, 
when, in many of the cases of appeal upon 
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| Local Government (Ireland) Act of 1898, 
county and borough councils possess the 
power of regulating their meetings, the 
Local Government Board will consider 
the case of Fermoy and sanction an 


Questions. 








the question of acreable value, the appeal | alteration of the hour and day for 
rent was varied from the rent fixed} meetings of the council to one to be 
by the Sub-Commissioners by small | approved of by the members. 

sums only, and, in the case of Gaughan v. 
Knox Gore, the appeal rent was fixed} Mr. WYNDHAM: The obligation to 
by the court valuer at 7d. per acre} hold the meetings at the date and hour 
more than the rent fixed by the Sub-/| mentioned is, as stated, a statutory one. 
Commissioners ; and Mr. Commissioner | Legislation would, therefore, be necessary 
O’Brien commented adversely on the! to effect an alteration. Any representa- 
reversal of the Sub-Commissioners’ | tions, however, that may be made indi- 
decision for trifling differences ; and | cating a consensus of opinion on the part 
whether, in view of the fact that over/of urban councils in favour of such an 
12,000 appeals now stand to be heard, | alteration will be considered in connec- 
effect will be given to Mr. Commissioner | tion with further legislation at some 
Q’Brien’s recommendation that costs | future date. 

ought to be imposed upon appellants 
who are unreasonable in their conduct, 
as prescribed by Section 9 of the Land 
Law Act of 1881. | 





| HORSEWHIPPING A BOY AT CLONMEL 
—NOONAN’S CASE. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Lreland whether he is 
| aware that at the Clonmel petty sessions, 
to the classification and acreable rent | held ~~ Wednesday last, ” planter named 
of various sections of the land. The | >Pmemeon was tried and convicted for 
court valuer’s estimate was not arrived | horsewhipping a fourteen-year-old boy ; 
at by taking a deduction of 7d. per. and, seeing that Stephenson is one of the 
acre all round, as apparently suggested. | P€TSODS Upon whose cartneae - charac- 
The Commissioners decline to discuss |teT Noonan, the emergency man, was 
the merits of their judicial decisions. ‘Tecently released en ree ane month 
The question of costs is one for determin- | before the expiration of his — 
ation by the Court iteelt | whether he proposes to take any steps in 
; Noonan’s case. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.):/ Mr. WYNDHAM: The fact may be as 
But one of the judges complained | stated in the first paragraph, but there 
strong] of the number of frivolous! is not a particle of foundation for the 
appeals. | assertion in the second paragraph. In 

/any case, I cannot intervene in the exer- 
FERMOY URBAN DISTRICL COMNCIL | cise of the prerogative of mercy. 
MEETINGS. | : , 
. | Mr. CONDON : But was not Stephen- 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork | .on’s name attached to the natin l 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief | Wi) the richt hon. Gentleman inquire. 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of e 
spe eg if his attention has ig ey Mr. WYNDHAM : He had nothing to 
o the inconvenience caused to members | ably it. eis 
sk than Tehane Dniaies Connell Bocmnes do with it, and there is no need therefore 
by the statutory obligation to hold their 
meetings at twelve 0 clock noon on the 
first Monday of each month, which being 
a cattle fair day renders the attendance 
of members inconvenient and almost 
impossible, and whether, in view of the | 
fact that under the provisions of the 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In the case of 
Gaughan v. Knox Gore the Commissioners 
differed from the Sub-Commissioners as 





to inquire ? 


Mr. CONDON : Is it not the fact that 
cases of this kind—- - 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order : 
Mr. CONDON remained standing. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member | hearing at the recent quarter sessions in 
persists in standing after I have risen I Loughrea for compensation for the 
shall have to take severe measures. malicious burning of heather ; and that 

Cooley withdrew the application from 

; . |court although applicants of this kind 

— ———— ‘are compelled by statute to enter into 

i. : - . recognisances to prosecute their claims 

Rn “= gg Poe. emeanadhrgg.c before the county court judge ; whether 

sei “esa i. lt aoa ines he will lay upon the Table of the House a 
é y racancy , . 


see “ ; copy of the order made by the learned 
Ne tae hak oo judge ; and whether it is intended in this 
signi Archbisho alsh, cad ie gee . 
, instance to enforce the penalty prescribed 
yet been filled ; and, if so, whether he I vi 


4 by the statute for persons who neglect 
will state the name of the person ap-| o> fail to prosecute in such malicious 
pointed. 


| injury claims. 


a TeneeaM: No, Sir; the! te ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
vacancy has not yet, been filled IRELAND (Mr. AtKiNsox, London- 
| derry, N.) : John Cooley entered into the 

OUTDOOR RELIEF IN WEXFORD. ordinary recognisance in the common 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg printed form to prosecute his information 
es ile les Hilal Maatatany tis thee seal whenever called upon, or required so to 
“pieeteeatigpe Sileat “adihier he js @° by the constabulary or other lawful 
aware that the Irish Local Government |@Uthority. In my opinion, this recog- 
Board by circular addressed to the | Msance has no application to a case like 
Wexford Board of Guardians, and dated | *he present, where the person or persons 
2nd July, refused to sanction the grant- | who caused the injury are unknown. 
ing of outdoor relief to the tenants of | 1he on re oe second Se eae 
labourers’ cottages except the medical | paragraphs 1s in the negative, but J sha 
get A i FE EO, be glad to show the recogn'sance to the 
moval to the workhouse ; and whether , hon. Member if he desires to see it. 
he will take steps to amend the Poor | 7 ; 

te ae ca - 2 - | Mr. T. M. HEALY (L mo r 
Relief Act, so as to provide for their being | me, ¢. M. HEAL ¥ (Louth, X.): © hy 
relieved in their own homes during | ¥® the ordinary printed form invalid ! 
temporary illness, and thus prevent the} Mr. ATKINSON: The difficulty is 


breaking up of the labourers homes. ‘that you cannot prosecute unknown 
_ persons. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No such circular | 
has been lately issued by the Local MR. LLOYD, R.M. 


Government Board, but when recently! Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chief 
questioned as to the legality of affording | Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
outdoor relief to the occupants of land whether his attention has been 
labourers’ cottages, it pointed out to the | called to the method of taking depo- 
guardians the statutory prohibition to sitions adopted by Mr. Lloyd, R.M., at a 
give relief to occupiers of more than a recent investigation at Killarney, and 
quarter of an acre of land. In cases of , whether he is aware that the prisoner's 
sudden and urgent necessity the re-/ solicitor had to protest in court against 
lieving officer has power to temporarily | this proceeding, which the resident 
afford relief in food or medical attend- magistrate admitted he adopted for con- 
ance. | venience and in ignorance of the law; 
/and whether the authorities in Dublin 
LOUGHREA MALICIOUS BURNING | Castle will, when giving instructions 
CASES. _ to this resident magistrate in future, take 
orev a repetitic similar 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to! preceedings on his part. sine 

ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 

if he is aware that a man named John) Mr. ATKINSON: At my right hon. 
“Cooley had an application listed for friend’s request I will reply to this ques- 
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tion. My attention has been called to|is met by simply showing the corre- 
the matter referred to, and I have read | spondence to him. 

the newspaper report of the proceedings. | si 

Some controversy occurred between the} Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
resident magistrate and the solicitor for | Well, if there is a general desire to have 
the accused as to whether the ipsissima | the correspondence, I will consider it. 
verba of a rambling witness should be | 

taken down or not. The magistrate} Mr. FLYNN: Questions have been 
appears to have complied substantially | put by a large number of Members. 

with the provisions of the law, of which | 

he was fully cognisant. Hedidnot make! Mr. T. M. HEALY: If possible we 
the admissions mentioned. Instructions | should like to have it circulated by to-- 
such as are suggested are quite unneces- | morrow. 

sary, as the resident magistrates are daily | 

in the habit of taking depositions, and| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: [. 


| 


are, I believe, fully cognisant of what the | will see what can be done. 


law requires. | 


” ‘ IRISH SUPPLY. 
Mr. MURPHY: Is not tl tle. | 
4 that he vas for| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 


man’s only qualification that he was for | : , - 
some years in the Indian Civil Service ? | the First Lord of the Treasury whether 


| his attention has been called to the fact 
Mr. ATKINSON: He has been a/| that only three Irish Votes in Supply 
magistrate thirteen years, of which four | have been passed, namely, the Votes for 
have been spent in Ireland. Education, Law Charges, and Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and that twenty- 

Mr. FLAVIN: Was he not asked to | five Irish Votes for sums amounting to 
take down a direct answer to a direct | Close upon five millions of money still 
question, and did he not refuse to do so ?| Temain to be considered, and will he state 
| what opportunity he intends to provide 


Mr. ATKINSON: In my opinion he | for their discussion. 


acted quite rightly. | Tae FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 

Mr. FLAVIN: And in my opinion he SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
r E.): I cannot hold out any anticipation 
| of Irish Votes being taken on any of the 
a ? | remaining allotted days for Supply. Per-- 
CORK AND FERMOY RAILWAY. | haps there may be another opportunity 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask | for their discussion. 


the Secretary to the Treasury if| . 

he has any objection to present to the| _, MR. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 

House any correspondence between the right hon. Gentleman seriously suggest 
7 that there will be another opportunity 


Treasury and the Fishguard Company | : ; nee 

ns-t0 thie Feemoy aad ro ae hr tao | for the discussion of Irish Votes? Is the 

Bridge. or the debt of £93,000. right hon. Gentleman aware that out of 
me ’ . 


| a total of 144 Votes ninety-eight still 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I | remain to be considered ? f Does the 
do not think any useful purpose would right ho n. Gentleman, in view of that, 
be served by laying the correspondence | still seriously say there may be another 
on the Table, but I will show it to the | opportunity of debating Irish Supply ? 


hon. Gentleman. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I may be 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : Before the debate | 2llowed to hope so. It depends on the 
Ricmmeener 9 , | use the House makes of the time. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | PEERS’ PRIVILEGES. 
This is a matter of interest to other Irish| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
Members as well as the hon. Member for | the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
North Louth, and I do not think the case | the Government will give any facilities 


was absolutely wrong. 
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for the early passage of the Peers (Abo- 
lition of Privileges) Bill into law. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 

Mr. CHARLES M'ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, having 
regard to the interest taken, especially 
by the mercantile community, in the 


inquiry into the subject of municipal | 
trading, which was commenced last year | 
by a Select Committee, he can give any | 


indication as to when the re-appointment 
of that Committee may be looked for. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In view of the 
opposition to the Committee, it is not 
possible to proceed further with the 
matter this session, and I can give no 
indication as to what may occur next 
session. 


*° EDUCATION—MINUTE OF 3rp JULY. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will now give a 
sitting, or a portion of a sitting, to the 
discussion of the Minute of the Board of 
Education of 3rd July before the resump- 
tion of the Committee stage of the Educa- 
tion (No. 2) Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; I do 
not propose to give the opportunity 
which the hon. Gentleman desires. 
Perhaps I may take this occasion for 
informing the House that I have had 
most reassuring accounts of the health 
of the Chairman of Committees, and in 
these circumstances I propose to goon 
with the Committee stage of the Educa- 
tion Bill to-morrow. 


Mr. CHANNING: Then are we to} 
understand that this Minute will be 
enforced without any discussion being | j 
allowed on it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That was not | 
the question. I was asked to give an, 
opportunity for discussing it, and my 
reply was that I could not pledge myself | 
to find one. 


PACIFIC CABLE [MONEY}. 


Committee to consider of making pro- 
vision, out of the Consolidated Fund and | 
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' for the holidays. 
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out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment, for the construction and working 
of a Pacific cable (King’s recommenda- 
tion signified), to-morrow.—(Mr. Austen 


Chamberlain.) 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Report, with Minutes of Evidence: 
from the Joint Committee, brought up: 
and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 276.] 


BUSINESS OF SUPPLY. 


Ordered, That three additional days 
be allotted to the Business of Supply. 


| —(Mr. Balfour.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I now propose to make the motion 
which, for many years past, has been 
made at this season of the year, with a 
view to bringing to a close, as rapidly as 
possible, the remaining business of the 
session. I need not delay the House as 
to the particular terms in which the 
motion is couched, because they follow 
precisely the formuls usual on these 
occasions ; and [ shall, therefore, come 
at once to a brief statement of the present 
position of public business, especially in 
reference to what has yet to be got 
through. The first class of Bills to w hich 
I have to call the attention of the House 
are those general Bills as distinet from 
departmental Bills, which it is necessary 
we should dispose of before separating 
All of those are already 
introduced but two, of which I will say a 
word directly, and their character is 
familiar to gentlemen in all parts of the 
House. The first on my list is the Loans 
Bill, which has passed the Second Read- 
ing, and as in the nature of the case 
| there cannot be much discussion on it in 
| Committee, I hope it will not delay us 
long from the remaining stage of the 
| Third Reading. The Education Bill and 
the Rating Bill are the two controversial 
Bills, in the party sense of the word, 
which we have to dispose of. I am sorry 
to have to say that these Bills are con- 
troversial in the party sense of the word, 
but the fact is notorious, and I quite 
realise that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
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desire to give them a very bitter oppo- | 


sition. Luckily, the Bills are not very 
long. They do not embody any very 
great complexity of detail, and, therefore, 
[ trust, in the interest of hon. Gentlemen 


themselves, the debates upon them will | 


not be of a very prolonged character. 
The Military Works Bill and the Naval 
Works Bill are to be introduced and 
passed for reasons familiar to the House. 
At all events, so far as the Naval Bill is 
concerned, I am not aware of any subject 
of controversy arising out of it, except 
that of which we have already had a fore- 
taste in connection with the works at 
Gibraltar. The Yeomanry Bill is down 
for to-night, and I need not say anything 
more about it. The Factory Bill, I am 
given to understand, is making very 
satisfactory progress in Grand Com- 
mittee. It has been discussed there in great 
detail ; but I hope the length of the dis- 
cussions does not indicate that the Bill is 
to be debated at any length in this House. 
Probably we shall find that all the more 
difficult questions have been dealt with 
satisfactorily upstairs. The only remain- 
ing Bill in this class is one not yet intro- 
duced, dealing with an addition to the 
Royal style and title of His Majesty. I 
cannot, of course, explain to the House 
the nature of the Bill. It is an addition 
called for by the great expansion of the 
colonial Empire during the reign of the 
late Queen, and if I am at all a good 
prophet in the matter, there is nothing 
in the Bill which need arouse the sus- 
ceptibilities of any gentlemen in any 
part of the House, or which may be 
expected in any degree to provoke hostile 
or embittered criticism. That completes 
the list—a not very formidable one—of 
the general Bills we have to deal with. 
The departmental Bills which must also 
be passed are the following :—The Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway Bill, the Light 
Railways Bill, the Berwickshire County 
Town Bill, the Marriages Legalisation 
Bill, the Customs Duties (Isle of Man) 
Bill, the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill, 
the Pacific Cables Bill, the Public Works 
Loans Bill, and the Bill dealing with the 
rating of Belfast. I believe the great 


majority of these Bills will excite no great 
discussion or comment at all. a 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
The Belfast Bill will, and so will the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry to 


hear that. There is, I believe, a general 
wish to forward the Light Railways Bill. 
The Marriages Legalisation Bill is in- 
tended to remove all doubt with regard 
to the legality of certain specific mar- 
riages contracted in all good faith, but 
about which doubts might arise. 
Naturally that is not controversial, and 
the Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill is 
in the same category. I am sorry to 
hear an hon. Gentleman say that the 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill is con- 
troversial, because the Government has 
been most careful to put the two Rating 
Bills into a separate measure, in order 
not to introduce any controversial 
element into that Bill, and it will be 
brought before the House in precisely 
the same form in which it has been pro- 
duced for many years past. The Pacific 
Cable Bill must be passed in order to 
carry out our part of a contract in which 
this country, Canada, and New Zealand 
and the Australian Colonies have entered 
into for the purpose of constructing and 
managing a cable in the Pacific Ocean, 
which will give increased facilities of 
communication, not merely to Australia 
and New Zealand, but to India also. 
That, also, I hope, will not require any 
detailed commentary. There remains 
only the Publie Works Loan Bill, of 
which I need say nothing, and the Belfast 
Bill. I gather that the last-named Bill 
will be regarded as more or less contro- 
versial, but I hope there is no settled 
desire to oppose the Bill. It is abso- 
lutely necessary, because at the present 
moment Belfast can neither make a rate 
on its old valuation nor on its new 
valuation. It is precluded altogether 
from raising a rate to carry on the neces- 
sary municipal business of the city, and, 
of course, the House cannot allow that 
state of things to continue any longer. 
So much for the general and depart- 


mental Bills which must be passed 
before we separate. There is a class of 
Bills in a sort of middle state—Bills 


which certainly cannot pass if they 
meet with any serious opposition, but 
which possibly the House may wish to 
see passed. They include the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Bill, the Teachers’ 
Tenure Bill (not yet introduced), and 
two Irish Bills (one connected with the 


| Bank of Ireland and one connected with 


the local government). Then there is 
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also the Prisons (Scotland) Bill. Some 
of these Bills, at all events, the House 
will, I think, desire to pass without any 
sort of discussion ; but there are certain 
Bills which I cannot hold out any pro- 
spect of being passed into law in the 
course of the present session. There is 
the Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill, 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Bill, 
the Trout Fishing (Scotland) Bill, the 
Burial Grounds (Scotland) Bill, the Pre- 
vention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill, the 
Drunkards Bill, the Solicitors Bill, and 
the County Courts (Ireland) Bill. The 
remaining Bills | hope we may get 
through very easily, but I should cer- 


tainly not consider it right to ask the, 


House greatly to prolong its labours in 
order to see them passed into law. I do 
not know that I need say anything— 
indeed I have nothing to say beyond 
what I have said about the two private 
Bills still before the Grand Committee— 
namely, the Sale of Intoxicating Liquor 


to Children Bill and the Beer Bill. I 


have already stated to the House that) 


the Government desire to see them 
passed. There remains, then, only the 
question of Supply to be considered, and 
with regard to Supply | may remind the 
House that we have already had seventeen 
allotted days, and we have just received 
the assent of the House to three more 
days. Therefore there now remain five 
days for Supply and one for Report of 
Supply. But in addition to these allotted 
days there are two Estimates, not of the 
ordinary kind, one for a grant to Lord 
Roberts and another for the Estimate 
towards the cost of civil administration 
and other purposes in the Transvaal. I 
do not think it would be in accordance 
with the spirit of the Supply rule to 
require the House to dispose of these 
Estimates within the limit of the twenty- 
three allotted days, and I shall therefore 
take care that they are brought forward 
in a manner which will enable the House 
to give them adequate discussion without 
trenching on the number of days fixed. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will there 
be no supplementary Estimate for the 
expenses of the Russell trial ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; I 
understand there is no supplementary 
Estimate for that purpose. I think I 


Mr, A, J. Balfour 


{COMMONS} 








the House. 


|have now sufficiently described to the 
| House what we have got to get through 
before the happy time of our dispersal to 
our private avocations. I do not think 
the programme I have sketehed out 
need be a very laborious or long one. I 
am afraid it cannot be finished by the 
week ending on Saturday, August 10th, 
but if the House will only seeond the 
efforts of the Government, I think there 
probably will be no difficulty in our 
rising for the holidays in the week follow- 
ing. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That, for the remainder of the session, 
Government business be not interrupted 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order regulating the sittings of the 
House, and may be entered upon at any 
hour though opposed, and that at the 
conclusion of Government business each 
day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House 
without Question put.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I rise for the purpose of ovposing this 
motion root and branch. It has been 
customary at this period of every session 
for the House of Commons, in order to 
close upthe work of the session, to grant 
special facilities to the Government to 
conclude their business,andI am sure that 
under ordinary circumstances the House 
of Commons would not hesitate for a 
moment in passing the resolution which 
has been moved by the right hon. Gentle- 
man ; but I rise for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the House to the fact 
that the circumstances under which this 
motion has been moved this afternoon 
are not ordinary circumstances. I ven- 
ture to say that never has there been 
in the memory of the oldest members of 
the House such an absolute waste of 
parliamentary time by the Government 
of the day as there has been this year. 
and in my view and my experience 
there never has been a session in which 
the Government business and the busi- 
ness of the country has been more com- 
pletely mismanaged. There never has 
been a session in which there has been 
such a complete failure on the part of the 
Government to do any useful legislative 
work for the country, and] will say such 


buna of the work of Supply, which is 
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supposed to be the first and most impor- 
tant duty of the House of Commons, 
as this session has witnessed—what I 
take leave to call an absolute breakdown 
of the parliamentary machine, and I say 
that the House of Commons will be 
wanting in self-respect if it does not refuse 
the demand which has now been made. 
The Government has been conducting 
the affairs of the country this session 
with an almost unparalleled majority. 
It has had at its disposal greater power 
over the time and business of the House 
than any Government on either side. 
I know of no Government in the past 
which has used the closure so remorse- 
lessly, and which at the end of it ail has 
had to make the confession of failure that 
has been made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury this evening. There never has 
been, furthermore, a Government which 
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has appropriated so much of the time of | 


private Members and deprived them 
of so many of their rights and privileges. 
Notwithstanding all this, I assert again 
that there never has been a Government 
in modern times which has done so little. 

Let me dwell for one short moment 
upon these points. Admittedly there 
never has been for many a long day a 
Government with so strong a majority 
numerically as the present one. I sav 
numerically, because one of the extra- 
ordinary things which we have witnessed 
this session is that the Government, 
fresh from the constituencies with a 
majority of 150, have found it difficult 
from time to time to whip up their 
Members to give them over twelve, 
twenty, thirty, and forty of a majority 
in the division lobby. This Government 
has had greater power over parliamen- 
tary business than any Government of 
modern times. What do I mean? I 
mean that there have been new rules 
passed by this House to assist the Govern- 
ment in the conduct of business—new 
rules never known before in the British 
Parliament. Not only that, but the 
Standing Orders have been changed, 
and one of the most valuable rights of 
private Members taken away, namely, 
the raising of discussions on the Speaker 
leaving the Chair and the House going 


into Committee of Ways and Means. I | 


asserted that the closure has been more 
often used. I have taken the trouble 
to go through the figures, and I find 
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|that this session already the closure 
| has been moved and carried more than 
twice as often as last year in the whole 
'session. [Conservative cheers.] Yes, but 
do not let hon. Gentlemen {cheer too 
soon. The moving of the closure does 
not mean the smooth progress of business. 
Does anyone deny that ? [Hear, hear. ] 
‘ Hear, hear,” says an hon. Member, 
who forgets the experience in this House 
of the Finance Bill. Why, the one great 
, measure of the Government this session 
|was the Finance Bill. Around that 
Bill surged more angry passions and 
greater dissension than any other mea- 
sure introduced. It dealt with the 
Budget of nearly £200,000,000, and it 
dealt with the war, in connection with 
which the fiercest passions were aroused 
in different sections of the House, and it 
necessarily lasted a considerable time. But 
what was the experience of the House ? 
By the exhibition of a little human 


nature in the management of busi- 
ness — by the exhibition of a little 
of the spirit of conciliation and 


of good temper and of consideration 
for the feelings of those who were opposed 
to it, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
piloted that Bill through the House 
without ever once using the closure. 
I was one of those most bitterly opposed 
to the right hon. Gentleman, and I am 
sure that he often felt impatient with 
me during the progress of that Bill, and 
also with my hon. friends ; but now that 
is all over I am sure he will congratulate 
himself that he met what, from his point 
of view, he may have regarded naturally 
enough as unreasonable opposition in 
certain quarters of the House, not with 
the brutal weapon of the closure, but 
with the fair exercise of toleration and 
good humour, which enabled him in the 
end to bring this Bill suecessfully through 
the House of Commons without ever 
using this weapon. That is, in my humble 
judgment, the best test of party manage- 
ment and the best test of party leader- 
ship, and I congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman on the contrast which his 
portion of the session shows to the 
other portions, when matters not half 
as controversial were dealt with in a 
totally different spirit, with the result 
that this brutal weapon of coercion 
| was used time after time, and,as I venture 
/to point out to hon. Members, without 
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business, but rather to the exacerbation | 
of feeling in all parts of the House, and | 
in reality to the slow progress of the 
business of the Government. Now this 
Government which comes forward with 
this request has not only so mismanaged 


the business of the House, has not only 
used the closure more often than any | 


Government in the past, has not only 
taken more of the time of private 
Members at an earlier portion of the 
session, but it has produced no legisla- 
tive progress. 

What is the experience of this session ? 
We are told that the Education Bill 
is to be proceeded with to-morrow. I 
may be allowed to say that I for one am 
heartily glad to hear that the Chairman 
of Committees has recovered from his 
illness. Although, perhaps, 1 have been 
in conflict with the Chair very often, | 
certainly will not be the least glad to 
see the right hon. Gentleman back in 
his place. 
least sorry !] [Laughter.] I will not 
be the least sorry to see him back in the 
Chair. [Laughter.] To make it per- 
fectly clear I will say that I will be heartily 
glad to see him back 

This brings me to the question of the 
Education Bill. What an extraordinary 
position the House of Commons and the 
Government have got into! Here is a 
measure introduced after the 
measure of the session had to be with- 
drawn and abandoned! The measure, 
we were told, was a comparatively small 
one, and it was simply to be of a tempo- 
rary character, but on examination it 
turned out to contain the very con- 
tentious principle which hon. Members 
above the gangway, especially on this 
side of the House, objected to. And 
then the extraordinary spectacle is 
afforded to the House of Commons 
where this weapon of the closure is a 
novelty, where, until the other day, it 
was the boast of Parliament that while 
Continental Parliaments had the closure, 
you had nothing of the kind—we had 
the spectacle here represented of the 
Leader of the House standing up and 
saying that the Government were 
obliged to suspend the progress of their 
most important Bill this session because 
the Chairman of Committees unfortu- 
nately was unwell and unable to take 


Mr. John Redmond, 


great 
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they were 
unable to move the closure. It amounts 
to this, that the Government of the day, 
with their 150, or 135, majority behind 
them fresh from the constituencies, is 
not able by their own admission to pass 
into law the chief measure of the 
session, although it is a _ one-clause 
measure and of a temporary character, 
without the use of the closure. The 
House of Commons has been brought to 
a pretty pass by the kind of party manage- 
ment of the Leader of the House 
which we have had. [Cheers.] Hon. 
Members may cheer ironically at that 
statement. It is not a matter to be 
treated lightly. You have published 
the admission by the Leader of the House 
that the English House of Commons can 
no longer conduct the simplest part of 
its business without the use of the 
closure. That admission would be a 
fatal one in my opinion for the honour, 
the prestige, and the power of Parliament 
were it not that the honour, prestige, 
and power of this session will be saved 
and redeemed solely by the experience 
we have had of the conduct of the 
Finance Bill. 

Now I pass from legislation, and I 
come to what the Leader of the House 
said with reference to Supply. I have 
looked into the figures, and | find that 
there are 144 Votes to be passed ; of 
these only forty-six have been disposed 
of up to the 22nd of July, leaving 
ninety-eight Votes still to be discussed. 
Last year things were far better. Last year 
on the 22ndof July out of 150 Votes there 
were only 49 remaining to be disposed 
of. Far more days have been allotted 
to Supply early in the session, and the 
management of Supply in Committee 
has been of a different character, and the 
result is that this vear you are more back- 
ward with Supply than ever in my ex- 
perience in the past. The whole of our 
experience with regard to Supply shows 
the utter absurdity of this new Supply 
‘rule which the right hon. Gentleman 
invented and put upon the Paper. Con- 
‘sider what has happened. You are now 
within three or four weeks, according to 
the sanguine estimate of the First Lord, 
of the end of this session; you have 

ninety-eight Votesof theordinary Supply 
to obtain, and yet what do you do? 
| When you moved a Vote on Account for 
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departments of Supply, you closured it 
after one night’s discussion. And that 


upon the first night of the new rule. | of private Members will be of any avail. 


That is taking an absolutely unprece- 
dented course. You did that early in 
the session to help you on with the work, 
but to-day you come down to the House 
of Commons worse off than any Govern- 
ment has ever beenin the past. Not only 
that, but you introduced a new precedent 
in another matter of a serious character. 
When the Supplementary Civil Service 
Estimates were before the House, the 
Government took a step which never 
had been taken before in the whole his- 
tory of the House of Commons. At a 
certain stage of the discussion they con- 
solidated all these Votes into one, and 
forced the House of Commons to accept 
that situation, and closured them all in 
one Vote. That is, at an early part of 
the session this Government took that 
unprecedented and brutal course to 
forward the rapid progress of Supply, 
and the result is, notwithstanding, that 
on the 22nd of July they come here, as 
they have come to-day, with this con- 
fession of absolute failure. 

It must not be supposed that I say the 
fault is entirely the fault of the Leader 
of the House. I do not take that view. 
I have indicated clearly enough, I think, 
that by other methods and by approach- 
ing the work in another spirit the right 
hon. Gentleman might have been able 
to do his work far better and more. 
smoothly, but I am not so foolish as to 
imagine that any mismanagement, any | 
want of the spirit of conciliation and 
toleration on his part is entirely respon- 
sible for what has happened. Iam not. 
going to be guilty of the offence of 
repeating what I said on another occasion 
in this House. I will pass from the 
subject in one sentence, by reiterating my 
conviction that to a great extent what 
has happened was inevitable, that the 
Whole character of the work which 
year by year is being thrown on this 
Assembly has changed, and that the 
volume of work is naturally increasing, 
and that what is happening under the 
new conditions is that the parliamentary | 
machine is over-weighted and is breaking | 
down. My further view is that nothing 
can save the House of Commons—that 
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to suppress Members here and to silence 
Members there—no new devices for in- 
terfering with the rights and liberties 


The only remedy—and I am convinced 
there are many men on the other side 
of the House listening to me who believe 
in their hearts the truth of what I am 
saying—the only ultimate and final 
remedy will be in the devolution of 
business from this Assembly to local 
bodies, wherever they may be situated, 
in various parts of the United Kingdom. 
But still, making all allowance for that, 
I yet blame the right hon. Gentleman 
for the state of confusion into which he 
has brought the business of the House 
of Commons this session, and | say that 
for a Government which has been guilty 
of this mismanagement, and on the 22nd 
of July makes the confession of failure 
that the First Lord has made this after- 
noon, to request us to give the further 
time which is asked in this resolution 
is the$heightiof political impudence. 

*’ Having said”so”much’on* the general 
question, the House will not I am sure 
be impatient with me when I address a 
few brief observations on this matter 
looked at from the purely Irish point of 
view. From the Irish point of view 
what does this session mean for Ireland ? 
What use has the Government made of 
its majority and its great power and com- 
mand over the time of the House ? 
So far as the work of this Parliament 
this session is concerned, the Govern- 


ment have done absolutely nothing 
for Ireland. It has done something 


most injurious to Ireland: it has forced 
on a poverty-stricken and a dwind- 
ling population a system of additional 
burdens of unjust taxation ; and has 
forced these burdens on Ireland to 
support a war against which the entire 
conscience of Ireland revolts as not 
for the benefit of Ireland. The treatment 
of Ireland by the Government has 
indeed been adding insult to injury. 
What I mean by that is, that we have 
not been met this session by a denial 
of our chief grievances. I do not speak 
just now of our national grievance 
which goes under the name of Home 
Rule ; but in respect to all other Irish 
matters brought before the House, we 
were met by the Chief Secretary with 


no new rules you can devise toendeavour | the statement that there was a great 
‘ 
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deal in what we said, and if only Parlia-|in Committee. These Bills are the 
ment had time, the Government would | Congested Districts Bill, the Local Govern- 
seriously consider the question as to| ment Bill, the Trawling Bill, and the 
whether these matters could not be Lunacy Bill which has come down from 
dealt with. Now, that was adding insult | the House of Lords. There are one or 
to injury. By universal admission the | two other Irish Bills, but these are the 
Irish land question must be dealt with chief measures to which I wish to direct 
again. The last speech of the Chief!the right hon. Gentleman's attention. 
Secretary for Ireland on the subject | First of all, I wish to enter an emphatic 
wound up with the statement that all protest against this system of attempting 
that had taken place in the debate had to legislate for Ireland. There is net 
convinced him more than ever that one of these Bills that ought not to be 
another Irish Land Bill was a necessity. | fully and freely discussed by the House 
[Hon. Members: Hear, hear.] Yes, and and especially by the Irish represen- 
it was admitted in the King’s Speech tatives. But what have the Govern- 
and in every declaration which the) ment done? They have refused to 
Government had made in regard to jntroduce large measures for the benefit 
Ireland. And yet Ireland had togo on, of Ireland owing to the want of time, 
while the Government wasted the session, byt they introduce three or four small 
living without the slightest glimmer of | measures—so small that they wish to 
hope that next year or the year after get them through without discussion. 
they would be able to deal with this [ have been approached through the 
all-important question. It was the same ordinary channels with. the sueweitiin 
with the necessary Amendments to that as these Bills contain inanih little 
the Local Government Boards Act; grain of good, some one or two matters 
the same with reference to the Congested that we want to put right in Ireland 
Districts Board; the same with refer- [ ought to give the Government a 
ence to the Irish Labourers Acts and yndertaking that they will be allowed 
the Irish Railways. With regard to | to go through without discussion. and 
all of these necessary reforms we have that if I do not give such an undertaking 
been told in soft and soothing tones the Bills will be dropped. Now 1 
by the Chief Secretary that he largely protest with all the vehemence at my 
agreed with us; that there was a need command against such a system of 
for legislation on these matters, hut | Jegislation for Ireland. It reduces the 
that there was no time. This session | [yish representation to a farce ; and it 
from first to last has been a conclusive is impossible to imagine a more dangerous 
argument in favour of Home Rule for) o> 4 more improper mode of legislation 
Ireland. The Government admit they|fo> Jreland. I have said that these 
have the power ; they have got a great | Bills are not controversial in principle, 
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majority, and the House of Lords is on 
their side. They admit the existence 
of these grievances, but they say that 
owing to the multiplicity of work in 
this House it is impossible to deal with 
them. From the Irish point of view 
we would be fools and madmen if, in 
these circumstances, we agreed to give 
the Government any further facilities. 
I wish to say a word or two in regard 
to some phases of the Government 
programme. The right hon. Gentleman 
omitted all mention of one or two Irish 
Bills which I have been consulted 
about, and which, while they are not 
Bills that are so controversial in principle 
as to necessitate our opposition to their 
Second Reading, are still Bills which 
require a certain amount of discussion 


Mr. John Redmond, 


| and we do not want a long time for 
| discussion. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
| hon. and learned Gentleman has mis- 
| understood what passed. It is perfectly 
true that these Bills cannot pass if any 
great time is occupied in their discussion. 
But certainly neither my right hon. 
friend nor I ever intended to convey the 
idea that they were to pass suh silentio. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am glad 
to hear the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. But I object to a system 
of legislation for Ireland which ap 
| proaches the Irish Members saying to 
them, “If you promise us you will not 
| prolong discussion we will introduce 
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certain Bills.” The Government have 
the responsibility for the government of 

Ireland, and on that responsibility they 
ought to introduce the Bills necessary to 
that end, and they ought to subject 
them to full, free, and open criticism, and 
circulate them to all the Members of the 
House. In regard to the four measures 
—the Congested Districts Board Bill, 
the Local Government Bill, the Lunacy 
Bill, and the Fisheries Bill—I shall be 
delighted if the right hon. Gentleman 
will afford the Irish Members sufficient 
time for their discussion. 
not mean that we would require a whole 
sitting for each Bill, but a fair time for 
the discussion of reasonable Amendments. 
I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that we will use that time in a business- 
like spirit, for we desire to get the 
measures passed ; but if he attempts to 
rush these Bills without proper discussion 
it will be our duty undoubtedly to pre- 
vent them passing into law. I now 
come to the question of Irish Supply. I 
asked a question of the right hon. Gentle- 
man this afternoon as to whether his 
attention had been called to the fact that 
out of twenty-eight Irish Votes only 
three had been passed—the Education 
Vote, the Criminal Prosecutions Vote, 
and the Land Judges’ Court Vote. I 
asked the right hon. Gentleman what 
suggestion he has to make for another 
opportunity of discussing the remaining 
Irish Estimates, and he replied to me by 
what I suppose he intended as a joke. 
The right hon. Gentleman has a pretty 
wit when he chooses to exercise it, but | 
must say that the joke which he made 
this afternoon was a very sorry one. 
He said that he could not undertake that 
[rish Supply should be set down first on 
any of the remaining allotted days, but 
he hoped further opportunity would be 
given for Irish Supply when all the 
English and Scotch Votes had been 
carried. The right hon. Gentleman 
knew that that suggestion was an absur- 
dity. - 

Now, can anything be more serious 
than the condition of Irish Supply?) 
Just let me read to the House a few of the | 
great Votes of public money that are | 
now to be closured at the end of this | 
session without a single word of discus- | 
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Household ; Department of Agriculture, 
£148,000. This new Department ought 
icertainly to have been discussed this 
year—a Department which, whatever 
view may be taken of the value of its 
institutions, certainly is a most important 
| Department in the public life of lreland, 
‘and a Department which is no longer 
/ answerable to the House of Commons, as 
\it was understood it would be through its 
‘vice-president. Yet the Vote for it is to 
be closured without a single moment's 
‘discussion. Then there is the Local 
Government Board, £500,000. It is 
only necessary to state these things to 
show the monstrous injustice from which 
we are suffering as to the innumerable 
questions arising from the recent intro- 
duction of the local government system 
in Ireland. Then there is the Land 
Commissioners’ Court Vote. Could any- 
thing be more farcical than the position 
of the right hon. Gentleman in pretending 
that the Government are fulfilling the 
duties of the government of Ireland 
when not a moment’s time is given to the 
discussion of these important Votes ? 
There are the Votes for County Courts of 
£110,000, and of a million and a half for 
the Royal Irish Constabulary. I wish 
it were possible for me to adequately 
convey to the House the serious view I 
take of this matter. How can the House 
of Commons go on before the country 
seriously maintaining the farce that 
they are governing Ireland when the 
House of Commons is not allowed one 
moment for the discussion of these great 
Departments, which spend millions of 
money? The Chief Secretary's Office 
Vote was only discussed for a couple of 
hours, and the right hon. Gentleman 

himself will admit that that was not 

enough. Under this precious Supply 

rule Irish had only got three days, 

and no one could justly say that these 

days had been wasted or misspent. 

I think this state of affairs with regard 
to the business of the House constitutes, 
so far as Ireland is concerned, a con- 
clusive argument in favour of Home 
Rule, and I would suggest to hon. Gentle- 
men, as this kind of thing cannot go on 
indefinitely, and as they are casting 
about for remedies, that there is one 
remedy, apart from Home Rule (which 


| 
| 


sion. Public Works, £20,000; Rail-| [ will not at present discuss), which would 


ways, £113,000; Lord 


Lieutenant’s | commend itself to their intelligence—I 
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am sure it has commended itself before 
now to the acute mind of the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich. I have 
read in the newspapers of the intention 


of the party opposite to diminish Irish | 


representation. I would suggest some- 
thing far better—abolish Irish repre- 
sentation. I am not now suggesting 
Home Rule ; for the moment I. put that 
on one side. I am suggesting the dis- 
franchisement of Ireland. Put an end 
once and for all to this dismal and 
dreary farce of bringing Irish Members 
to an Imperial Parliament where they 
are not allowed an opportunity of dis- 
cussing Irish Supply. 
laughter.]| Hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
if they reflect for a moment, will do me 
the justice to believe that I am _ not 
stating an absurdity. We have only had 
three days in which to discuss Irish 
Votes, and there are twenty-five of them 
to be discussed ; if you have not the time to 
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the House. 


|to do, to-morrow, instead of scamping 
|through your remaining business, and 
| endeavouring to give a new title to the 
| Sovereign on the last day of the session, 
take pause. Take your time and con- 
sider these matters, and let those who 
consider their own private interests more 
important than their public duties go 
‘away. Surely the overflowing patriotism 
‘of a party which came into office 
upon a war cry will have no difficulty 
in keeping a majority here. I do not 
know whether the question of Ireland 
| will be powerful enough to keep hon. 
Members on this side of the House in 
their places, so that you will be able to 
vote us down. Strike if you will, but hear. 
I protest against this House of Commons 
abandoning its functions by proroguing 
when there is so much _ important 
business to be discussed, and I sincerely 
hope the motion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man will be rejected. 


give for their discussion—and that is what | 


you state yourselves—disfranchise Ire- 
land and convert her into a Crown Colony. 


I have always held that the only logical | 


alternative to Home Rule is to convert 
Ireland into a Crown Colony. The 
present absurd system cannot continue. 
It has broken down year after year, and 
this year it has broken down worse than 
ever before, and you cannot hope to keep 
on very much longer with solemn faces 
this farce of pretending that you are 
governing Ireland by this House when, 
as a matter of fact, you have not the time 


to give for the discussion of serious | 


i+ Bee 


For my part 


questions. 
I oppose this motion. 


I am in no hurry to end this session, | 
although I suppose we have felt this to | 
be as exhausting a session as other hon. | 


members of the House ; for myself I may 
say Ihave felt it to be the most exhaust- 


ing session that I remember, and I am | 
as anxious as anybody to take a holiday. | 
But this is a serious matter, and if we | 
have to choose between sitting here on | 
the one side and abandoning our duty | 


of discussing Irish Supply on the other, 
I say we ought to sit here. 
ought to continue the session. 
not three extra days for Supply, but ten 
days for Supply, and give the Irish 
Members seven, which would be their 
proper share. Instead of closing your 
Education Bill, as you are going to try 
Mr. John Redmond, 


We say we | 
Give us, | 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 58.): The 
hon. Member for Waterford, with his 
usual energy, has dealt with this question 
from the Irish point of view ; but there 
is also something to be said regarding it 
from the point of view of English and 
Scotch Members. It is usual, of course, 
for a Government at this time of the 
session to make a request for the abroga- 
tion of the rules which give us some 
little respite from our parliamentary 
efforts, and save our health from the 
effects of prolonged sittings. But when 
Government make a request of that 
kind they are bound to show that they 
have used their time well, and are going 
to use well the facilities they ask for. 
The proposal of the Government is that 
we should consent to give them the 
facilities they ask for in order that they 
‘may launch the House on a course ol 
‘business which, if properly dealt with, 
will enable us to prorogue, not on the 
17th August, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man suggests, but somewhere about the 
middle of September. I have gone care- 
fully through the list of measures, and 1 
venture to say that, instead of the twenty 
days which remain between now and the 
17th August, they will take twenty-five 
days without the Appropriation Bill, the 
minor departmental Bills, and the Irish 
Bills, which the hon. Member for Water- 
ford says the Government will not be 
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allowed to rush through, and if we add 
five or six days for these measures we have 
ample work for six weeks still lying before 
us. This is not an extravagant estimate, 
if these Bills are to be dealt with with any- 
thing like the care and attention which 
Parliament ought to give them. The 
Government are going to bring in 
several Bills which we have not heard of 
before, and we cannot tell how con- 
tentious they may be until they are intro- 
duced. They are also bringing in two 
new Estimates, one of which is certain to 
be highly contentious, and to involve 
very long discussion. They are going 
to omit several other Estimates which 
ought to be fully discussed, and they 
have made no provision for the discussion 
of one Estimate of the highest importance 
which requires very full discussion, 
namely, the Education Estimate. More- 
over, they have not given any reply to 
the appeal addressed to them from this 
side of the House—an appeal whose 
supporters are not at all confined 
to opponents of the Government—for 
proper discussion of the new Minute 
which has been suddenly forced on our 
attention, and which has introduced a 
new and dangerous principle, needing 
thorough investigation, because it brings 
about what may turn out to be an evasion 
of the law. It has already been pointed 
out that Supply is in a very backward 
state, and that more Votes remain to be 
discussed now than at this period of the 
session last year ; and when we consider 
how many contentious questions remain, 
I am of opinion that the proper course 
for the Government to adopt is to throw 
overboard all but the absolutely necessary 
Bills, and allow us to devote proper care 
and attention to the discussion of the 
very important, indispensable matters 
which have to be disposed of. I want 
the right hon. Gentleman to throw over 
all Bills which it is not absolutely essen 
tial should be passed in the present session. 
I can only say we gather that some of 
them are likely to take time and to be con- 
troversial, and Parliament ought not 
to be asked to sanction measures of im- 
portance without adequate discussion. 
Just let me contrast for a moment 
what the result of this session is going to 


be with the programme originally laid be- | 


fore us. On the discussion of the King’s 
Speech I said that it was a comparatively 
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slender programme. The Government 
laid before us three large measures, 
which they looked upon as the principal 
business of the session—namely, a scheme 
of military organisation, a scheme for the 
constitution of the Court of Appeal, and 
the Education Bill. The Education Bill 
has been dropped, or rather reduced to an 
attenuated and miserable fragment, 
which settles nothing except for the year, 
and gives rise to controversy out of all 
proportion to the magnitude of the 
issue. Of these three Bills two are gone, 
the Education Bill and the Court of 
Appeal Bill; and as for the scheme of 
military reorganisation, if the Govern- 
ment look upon that as an adequate 
result of the labours of the session, or as a 
real contribution to the solution of an 
important problem, they are the only 
persons in the House who entertain that 
belief. Then there were the Factory and 
Workshops Bill, a Bill for the better 
administration of the law respecting 
lunatics, a Bill to amend the Public 
Health Acts, a Bill to prevent drunken- 
ness in licensed houses, and a Bill to 
amend the law of copyright. Every one 
of these Bills, except the Factory and 
Workshops Bill, is gone, and that Bill is 
still in the Grand Committee, so that the 
scheme of military reorganisation § re- 
mains the only fruit of all the promises 
in the King’s Speech. That is a wretched 
and scanty result for an unusually 
laborious session; and when we are 
asked by the Government to give them 
facilities and to consent to the suspension 
of the twelve o'clock rule, we are entitled 
to look at the work of the session and to 
ask whether the time of Parliament 
ought not to have been better spent. 
I would make even at the last moment 
one more appeal to the Government 
to shorten our labours by doing what 
they might have done a week ago, 
namely, consent to a reasonable compro- 
mise on the Education Bill, which will 
save us from long and exasperating 
discussion, and which would not settle 
any principle in the sense the right hon. 
Gentleman wants, because it would be a 
mere prolongation of the status quo, but 
it would save a great deal of the friction, 
irritation, and trouble which will neces- 
sarily arise. If the First Lord of the 
Treasury would say that he would con- 
sent to the prolongation of the status quo 


1154 














1155 


under proper securities, he would save 
several days debate, and enable us to get 
rid of the most irritating question now 
before us. When I regard the state to 
which the Government has brought us, 
and the way in which the time of the 
House has been spent during the session, 
I feel bound to make my protest against 
the conduct of the Government, and as 
the only way in which I can make that 


Business of 
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protest is to record my vote against the | 


proposal of the right hon. Gentleman, 
[ am prepared to adopt that course, and 
to express the opinion that, however 
necessary it may be in all the cireum- 
stances to grant the suspension of the 
twelve o'clock rule, we ought not to do it 
for a Government which have shown 
themselves incapable of conducting the 
business of the House, and insensible to 
the obligations under which they are 
to wind up the business in a_ proper 
manner. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I do not intend to criticise the proposal 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. I only 
wish to make a humble suggestion and a 
small protest, and I do it from perfectly 
altruistic motives. I was in this House 
in 1887, when it used to be “ sitting when 
we went to press,” as the newspapers 
said, and when we were discussing what 
hon. Members opposite then called the 
Crimes Bill. In 1888 the Government 
of the day, which was practically the same 
Government that is sitting on the Trea- 
sury Bench this afternoon, told us that 
that sort of thing was all over, and that 
we should not have to sit up all night. 
I myself believed what the Government 
told us, and many of us fought our elec- 
tions, and some of us happened to win 
them, and we managed to keep a Unionist 
Government in office, including the noble 
family so well represented on the front 
bench. Now we are told that we are 
back again to the bad old times. Fourteen 
years ago sittting upall night killed many 
a good man. My predecessor in the 
representation of Mid Essex died of it, 
and many another Member found that 
the game was not worth the candle, and 
retired from public life. 
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| said, that the resources of civilisation are 
/not absolutely exhausted. A proposal 
was made by the hon, Member for the 
| City of London, and was supported by an 
/agricultural Member two months ago, 


‘which had reference to the waste 
lof the time of the House caused 
iby the duration of speeches. If that 


motion had been carried, it would not 
have brought about a millennium, nor 
would it give us a new heaven and a new 
earth, but it would tend to economise the 
time of the House. Of course it is not 


/for a humble agricultural Member like 


myself to make an important suggestion 
of that kind to the Government. I know 
perfectly well, as a right hon. Gentleman 
once said of himself, that I am a mere 
child in these matters ; still the sugges- 
tion is worth considering, and perhaps 
it will be carried out in a future session. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
The First Lord of the Treasury has 
sketched a most ambitious _ parlia- 
mentary programme. In three, or at 
the outside four, weeks he proposes 
to pass thirty Bills, most of which 
have not yet been introduced, and 
to bring in a Supplementary Budget 
involving two immense Votes of a most 
contentious character. If the First Lord 
of the Treasury really expects to get 
through that programme in three—or, 
at the most, four—weeks of parliamentary 
time, he must be really more childlike than 
the hon. and gallant Member supposes who 
sits behind me. How long are we to go 
on with this farce of pretending that the 
proceedings of this House are regulated 
by the Standing Order? The Standing 
Order gives three-fifths of the parliamen- 
tary time to the private Member, and 
two-fifths to the Government—six-tenths 
to the private Members, and four-tenths 
to the Government. Since I have been 
a member of this House the Government 
has never taken less than eight-tenths, 


‘and has more often taken nine-tenths, 


I have no in- | 


tention of criticising the motion of the | 


First Lord, but I should like to make a 
humble suggestion to him. I would like 


to remind him, as Mr. Gladstone once | 


Mr. Bryce. 


! 


and the residue only has been left to 
those unpaid unplaced members who are 
most properly called the House of Com- 
mons. The Standing Orders do not 
regulate the proceedings of this House. 
What regulates our proceedings is the 
convenience and sometimes the caprice 
of the Ministry. What present occa- 
sion is there for the suspension of the 
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twelve o'clock rule? Let me remind 
the House that this rule, as has already 
been stated by an hon. Member, is in the 
nature of a pact. This House in 1888 
agreed to meet at three instead of 
four, an hour earlier, on the condition 
that it stopped its sittings at midnight. 
It would be only fair that, if the 


right hon. Gentleman desires to upset | 


one part of the arrangement, he should 
upset the other. I should have expected 
the right hon. Gentleman to suggest 
that we should meet an hour later ; that 
we should meet again at four o'clock. 
But what right have the Government to 
ask for the indulgence of this House ? 
What indulgence, what consideration 
have they shown to the House itself ? 
They have taken every Friday ; they have 
taken every Tuesday ; they have taken 
every Wednesday—they have taken all 
our days, and now they want to take our 
nights. Sleeping or waking we are to do 
the work the Government puts before 
us; we are not to be allowed to initiate 
anything ourselves, and we are not to be 
allowed to discuss the measures initiated 
by the Government, but at a given 
moment if the health of the Chairman 
of Ways and Means serves, all discussion 
is to be closured. Do the Govern- 
ment ever examine their own con- 
sciences ? First, they shorten the session 
at both ends, and prolong the holidays in 
the middle—it is absolutely true that this 
Government have doubled the holidays 
as compared with any other previous 
Government—and as if that were not 
enough they have deprived the House of 
its rights and privileges by altering the 
Standing Order and abolishing the rule 
which allowed us to raise a discussion 
upon the motion that you, Sir, leave the 
chair on going into Committee of Ways 
and Means. They lumped up the Esti- 
mates into one large sum while I was 
on the season my way to Gibraltar ; 
they have deprived us of all oppor- 
tunity of having a most interesting 
debate upon the Education Bill by) 
bringing it in under what is called the 
“ten minute rule,” but what should be 
called ‘the brief explanatory statement 
Order.” They have deprived the House 
of a similar privilege with regard to the 
Agricultural Rating Bill, and, to my 
mind, by the lateness of the period at. 
which they have introduced these mea- | 
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‘sures they have deprived themselves of 
‘all chance of carrying them through by 
fair argument and fair debate, and, if 
they pass at all, they must pass by the 
most odious use of the most odious method 
of closure. 

I do not know, but I suppose the House 
will agree to this motion ; if it does, it will 
simply have to carry on its business by 
hurry and closure. The closure is not 
a decreasing evil, but an increasing one. 
In 1898 it was moved twenty-three times ; 
in 1899, thirty-three times; in 1900, 
twenty-six times; and this year it has 
been already moved forty-five times, and 
would have been moved much oftener but 
for the illness of the Chairman of Ways 
and Means, an accident which we all 
regret. To my mind the number of 
times the closure is moved is the measure 
of the incapacity of the Minister. A 
horseman who can ride does not require 
to throw his horse down every time 
he mounts it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
managed to pass a very important 
Finance Bill, involving serious new 
principles and _ increased taxation, 
through this House without using 
the closure once. Cannot the Govern- 
ment manage to do the same with 
the Education Bill and the Agri- 
cultural Rating Bill? Surely my right 
hon. friend is not less competent than thé 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. With regard to Supply, 
the Leader of the Irish party gave 
an absolutely accurate account of it. 
You have this year at this day 
still 98 Votes to get. Last year 
at this time you had forty nine 
to get; therefore you have exactly 
double the number of Votes to get 
this year that you had last year. 
Of course I know it does not matter, 
because there is the guillotine, and these 
Votes will be got by its use. But suppose 
you have ninety-six Votes left to get 
under the guillotine. At the rate of a 
quarter of an hour for each division, 
it will take twenty-four hours to get 
them, and the same with regard to 
their Report. So that to get the neces- 
sary Supplies for the Government will, 
if divisions are challenged, entail 
forty-eight hours continuous walk- 
ing. Sir, the scandal of getting 
Votes in this way is manifest. It 
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portance of this House. This House 


is being slowly destroyed before our | 


eyes—it is treated with contempt. We 
ought to have the Prime Minister here, 
but he is not here; we ought to have 
the power of practical debate here, 
but that is not here ; we ought to have 
the power of rectifying grievances before 
Supply, and that is not here. It has 
almost all gone, and looking forward, 
what a prospect rises before us! It 
seems to me that this House will soon 
be composed only of two component 
parts, the Treasury Bench and a registry 
office. The greatest of our political 
writers, Bolingbroke, said— 

“Corruption alone could not destroy us ; we 
must want spirit as well as virtue to perish.” 


[ sometimes think that all spirit has 
gone out of this House; it is only on 
the Irish Benches that there is jany indi- 
cation of it. Where is the resistance, 
where the criticism that an opposition 
would make? Where, indeed, is the 
opposition ! A week or two ago I formed 
some expectation of an Opposition being 
created, but since reading the speech 
of the possible leader, who complains 
with great bitterness of being left to 
plough his furrow alone, and who also 
complains of his own party, my hopes 
have disappeared, and I am irresistibly 
reminded of the similar case of Alexander 
Selkirk, who said :— 
“T am outof humanity’s reach. 
I must finish my journey alone ; 


Never hear the sweet music of speech, 
I start at the sound of my own.” 


And then, as if turning to his own party, 
he proceeds :— 
“The beasts that roam over the plain 
My form with indifference see ; 
They are so unacquainted with man, 

Their tameness is shocking to me.” 
Yes, Sir, their tameness is shocking—- 
shocking to me too, and serious to this 


House also. There may be amateur 
critics of the Government who do 
their little best on this side, but 


no effectual criticism of a Govern- 
ment can come except from a united 
Opposition, and, if | may venture to 
say so, the criticism we have had from 
the sole representative of the Opposition 
who has spoken to-day has not been 
highly effectual. Coincidental, as we 
Mr, Gibson Bowles. 
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restricts the power, authority, and im-) 
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know, with the decreasing authority of 
this House, is the increasing power and 
authority of the Ministry. They propose 
an immense standing army; they have 
a very large revenue, now amounting 
to £109,000,000 a year, for which they 
need not come annually to the House. 
If a Tudor had had such a revenue, or a 
Stuart such a standing army, we should 
never have retained a House of Commons 
at all; yet it is this House, and this 
House alone, which stands between us 
and arbitrary government, not even the 
arbitrary government of a permanent 


‘monarchy, but that which is far more 


dangerous, of a casual minister; and I 
cannot see this House destroyed without 
anxiety. 

These are dangers, and I cannot 
regard them with equanimity. 1 would 
beg the Government to take a wider 
view of this matter and of their relation 
to this House than is bounded merely by 
considerations of their own momentary 
convenience, a more worthy view than 
one founded on a desire for holidays, and 
a more statesmanlike view than that 
which consists in bringing forth succes- 
sive strings of expedients the only object 
of which is to continue to live from day 
today. This Government has lasted so 
long that it begins to think itself 
eternal. But that is not so. The present 
Ministers will not always be on this side, 
and when they are on the benches opposite 
they will perhaps regret the loss of the 
liberties which they themselves have put 
forth their hands to destroy. | know 
not what sort of Minister, with what 
plans, aims. or ambitions, may one day 
sit on that Treasury Bench. He may be 
a socialist, or a revolutionary, or a cynic, 
with so great a contempt for the people 
and the Parliament of this country that, 
having. perhaps in a moment of national 
crisis, appealed to the country for, and 
obtained, a large majority, he may use it 
for the aggrandisement of his own family, 
and seek to confirm his position by a free 
distribution of the public taxes among his 
own supporters. But, Sir, one word of 
warning. It is never quite safe to 
flout the House of Commons. This 
House has found means to survive and 
to deal with the menaces of princes, 
the use of military foree—aye, and even 
the rack, the scaffold and the prison, 
and I do believe that, some time or 
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other, sooner or later, parliamentary 
resources will be found which may 


overcome even the lassitude of the 
right hon. Gentleman below me, and 
convince the Government of which he is 
a member that the House of Commons 
is stronger and can show itself more 
powerful than any ministry that ever 
existed. 

These few remarks I assure the House 
I have made out of respect for this 
Assembly—out of the enormous rever- 
ence I have learnt to feel for it, for its 
traditions, for its very forms, and the 
work it does for the State, and they are 
made also not without some regard for 
His Majesty’s Ministers and some anxiety 
to see them take a course in some future 
session—I suppose this session is past 


praving for—which shall be more 
creditable to themselves and to the 


House. I expect the right hon. Gentle- 
man will sharply rebuke me. [* Hear, 
hear.”]| Yes, I thought so. I can foresee 
what is coming. The hon. Member for 
West Somerset, the hon. Member for 
Westminster and I have already ex- 
perienced the anger that the First Lord 
of the Treasury showers on those who 
do not agree with him. I shall probably 
be told that I am attacking the honour 
of somebody who is not in the House, 
or who is at the Table, or in the Chair. 
Well, Sir, some of us who do not sit in 
such exalted places have ourselves a 
rough work-a-day notion of honour. 
There are certain things that we, 
too, would not do, that we should 
think unbecoming. We would not ask 
a general to re-write his despatch, 
or even a Committee its Report; we 
would not sacrifice our country to 
our party, or our party to our family, 
or so much as the efficiency of a single 
Department to the urgency of a relative. 
We have our little notions of honour, 
even if we cannot rise to the transcendent 
heights attained by the right hon. 
Gentleman, who sees in every criticism 
of the Government an attack on the 
honour of somebody else. 

I do protest that I believe in ever vbody’s 
honour, and especially in the honour of 
His Majesty’s Government ; and if I 
would see them adopt other methods of 
procedure in this House, and a more 
generous course of action in regard to it | 
and its rules, it is because of the great 
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importance I attach to their retaining 
their present position. I do not doubt 
their honour. What I doubt is their 
discretion. They have not shown a vast 
amount of that quality in their conduct 
of business this session, and, for my own 
part, I do not think they have made out 
a case for asking the House to give up 
the last rag of its time to the prosecution 
of an amount of work which can- 
not possibly be concluded in the short 
space of time allotted to it. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E. 
usual at this time of the year 
Government to ask that the twelve 
o'clock rule shall be suspended and 
certain facilities granted to enable them 
to carry on their business. But it should 
be remembered that on previous occa- 
sions when that request has been made 
the Government have had before them 
a large programme of interest to all parts 
of the kingdom. That, however, cannot 
be said on this occasion. The King’s 


It is 
for the 


Speech contained very little of interest, 


and the few parts that were of interest 
to the vast majority of working men 
have been either dropped or truncated 
in such a way as to be unrecognisable. 


I heartily join in the protest of the hon. 


and learned Member for Waterford 
against the manner in which the Govern- 
ment have treated Irish affairs. I have 
never thought the British Parliament 
had the will to legislate fairly for Ireland; 
but even if they had the will, such Orders 
as we are now discussing would show 
that they had not the power to give 
Irish Members an opportunity for de- 
bating measures of interest. With regard 
to the Bills enumerated by the First Lord 
of the Treasury, in which Ireland takes 
a certain interest, the right hon. Gentle- 
man hopes the Fisheries Bill and three 


others may be passed this session. I 
| protest against this habit of coming down 


at the fag end of the session and saying 
to the Irish Members, “ Here is the Bill, 
be it good or bad; take it or leave it ; we 

shall not give you time for discussion, 


and if you attempt to discuss the measure 
iit will 


be lost.” With regard to the 
Fisheries Bill, ten years ago Mr. Madden 
brought forward a Biil dealing with the 
question, and the late Mr. Biggar 
expressed the opinion that it was a 
wretched measure, which ought to be 
we did not take 
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his advice, but allowed the Bill to pass, 
with the result that nothing else has 
been done, and, so far from doing good 
to the Irish fisheries, the Bill has, in 
many parts of the coast, destroyed them. 
The programme of the Government has 
been small. The time has been taken 
up by their own incompetency. 


than any other Government has ever 
done, and yet there have been more late 
sittings this session than in any session 
since the twelve o'clock 
tuted. The proper use of the closure 
may sometimes facilitate business, but 
its improper use certainly impedes pro- 


gress, and when I remember that the | 


First Lord opened the session by closuring 
a Vote of £17,000,000 before we had 
said a single word, and then spent days 
afterwards in endeavouring to change 
the forms of the House in order to hit 
Irish Members, I certainly come to the 
conclusion that, to use a horseman’s 
term, he has no hands, and that so far 
from using the snafile properly, he is 
always pulling on the curb. That way 
of doing business is naturally resented. 

Another thing which has 
business is the way in which Supple- 
mentary Votes have been brought in. 
Formerly such Votes were comparatively 
unknown ; now they are 
frequent. As was pointed out would be 
the case when this rule as to Supply was 
brought forward, the system of allotting 
a number of days to Supply, with the 
closure to follow, has taught Ministers to 
scamp their work. They come down with 
little or no preparation to reply to criti- 
cism ; they rely on the closure to get the 
Votes. The other night we had an im- 
portant debate on Uganda. The noble 
Lord who represents the Foreign Office 
delivered a long speech founded on a 
Report presented to the House three years 
ago, and yet he confessed that there was 
at the Foreign Office a Report about ten 
days old, but he had not taken the 
trouble to look at it; his chief had not 
seen it, and the House of Commons had 
to vote the money without having had 
an opportunity of reading it. That is 
merely an example of the state of care- 
lessness and indifference into which 
Ministers lapse under this system. 

One of the measures the Government 
hope to pass is that for conferring a new 


Mr. Power. 
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| title on the King. Iam unaware whether 
(or not it is a controversial Bill, but, as 
|far as Irishmen, and especially Catholics, 
|are concerned, we are not inclined to 
| view very favourably anything connected 
| with the King, as we cannot forget that 
| he opened his reign by insulting us—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not comment in 
|those terms on the action of the 
| Sovereign. 


rule was insti- | 


Mr. POWER: I am very sorry to 
| hear that some of the time of the House 
|is to be asked for at the fag end of this 
session in order to vote a large sum of 
money to Lord Roberts. Many hon. 
| Members may think that because Lord 
| Roberts is an Irishman hon. Members 
from Ireland ought to support this pro- 
| posal ; but if there were nobody else in 
'the House prepared to support me, I 
should oppose it myself. I do not think 
‘that anyone who has followed this war 
'ean say that Lord Roberts has added to 
his reputation in South Africa. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot discuss the merits 
of that proposal now. 


Mr. POWER: As an Irishman I say 
that Lord Roberts could not have put 
his great abilities to a worse cause. | 
| join in the protest made by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford against 
‘the way the business of the House of 
Commons is being conducted. This 
session has been practically wasted, for 
we have had no Irish legislation, and the 
‘taxation of our already impoverished 
country has been increased by leaps and 
bounds. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I do not rise for the 
purpose of prolonging this debate, but 
there is just one thing which I should 
like to say. I am one of the oldest 
Members of the House of Commons, and | 
have been very proud to be a Member of 
‘this House so long. During that time 
‘I have had many opportunities of seeing 
the House in different phases and under 
‘different managements, and I should 
just like to say what has been the result 
‘of my experience. When the excep- 
| 
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duced, it was intended by those who 
introduced it that it should be used with 
moderation, and only under extreme 
pressure. What was 


daily bread of the House of Commons. 
The figures given by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn show how this power 
has been abused, and it has only had 
an irritating effect upon the House— 
and perhaps I may be permitted to say 
without offence that I think it has had 
a demoralising effect upon the Govern- 
ment. I only desire to say that, accord- 
ing to my experience and observation, 
the extreme use of the closure is the most 
futile and the most fatal form of obstrue- 
tion that can be adopted, 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
rise for the purpose of asking my right 
hon. friend two questions. I wish to 
know in the first place if there 
are any private Members’ Bills which 
he intends to “star.” I wish to 
know in the second place exactly where 
we are. I want to know’ whether 
the Government intend to go on with 
the Bill introduced in the House of Lords 
with regard to the King’s Declaration. 
Do the Government intend to press that 
Bill through this session ? I also desire 
to say a word or two with regard to Irish 
Supply. Criticism is cheap, and there- 
fore easy; but, after all, a parliamentary 
day is only nine hours, and it is impos- 
sible to get everything into it. I am 
not going to make any attack upon the 
Leader of the House, but I wish to direct 
his attention to Irish Supply. Where 
do we stand in regard to the matter ? 
Unquestionably the business of Supply 
is the most important work of the House 
of Commons, for it is the only consti-| 


tutional way we have of discussing the | 
Estimates of the great spending Depart- | 


ments of England, Scotland, and Ireland. | 
As a matter of fact, no institution has | 
less control over those great State De-| 
partments than the House of Commons | 
under present arrangements. Only | 
three days out of twenty-four are allotted 
to Irish Supply, although I did my best, 
at the beginning of the session to get | 
four days. It may be that Members do | 
talk too much upon one given subject. | 
[Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Hear; hear.”] I) 
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do not plead guilty to that charge myself; 
and I do not think that the Chief Secre- 
tary himself will make that charge 
against me. What Irish Members 
have got to look at is the fact 
that only three out of twenty-eight Votes 
have been passed relating to Ireland, 
and those already passed are by no means 
the most important. There is the Vote 
for the Irish Land Commission. By 
extraordinary pressure the Chief Secre- 
tary has managed to get the Report 
on the subject laid upon the Table of the 


House. That Commission employed a 
great staff, which costs the country 


£150,000 a year. That staff has only 
dealt with some 13,000 rents, while some 
33,000 still remain to be fixed. Accord- 
ing to present arrangements we are not 
to be allowed to say a word as to how 
those rents have been fixed or about the 
slow progress made. We cannot even 
refer to a single scandal connected with 
that Department. Agriculture is the 
chief industry of Ireland, and yet the 
representatives of Irish agricultural con- 
stituencies are muzzled and closured 
when they wish to deal with the machi- 
nery for fixing those rents. The Leader 
of the House ought to see that this is a 
thing which will not bear repeating 
another year. Then there is the Irish 
Local Government Board Vote. A great 
scheme of local government has just been 
successtully brought into operation, but 
everybody who knows anything about 
local government in England knows 
that after the Act of 1888 was passed a 
great many questions arose which had 
to be settled afterwards. That has also 
proved to be the case in Ireland. There 
is an enormous Vote of £500,000 eon- 
nected with this Act, and many mistakes 
have been made, for the difficulties have 
been enormous. For the House of Com- 
mons and the Government to sav that 
that great Department and its work is 
to go unchallenged and undiscussed is 
little short of an outrage. Take the 
Constabulary Vote—I have known that 
Vote take nearly a week, in the days 
when the Leader of the House and myself 
were in Opposition. The constabulary 
has been breaking up meetings in Ireland, 
and I ask the House to recollect what 
they have done in regard to myself. J] 
thought that I should have been re- 
garded as the most harmless man alive. 
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I held a large number of meetings during | 


the last recess, and what did the Chiet | 
Secretary do ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 
will not be in order in discussing these | 
matters now, 
them upon the Constabulary Vote. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: This furnishes 
us with the object lesson of the whole 
business. The Constabulary 
be closured in a night or two without 
anybody being allowed to say a word 
upon it. [Ministerial cries of ‘“ Hear, 
hear.”’] My hon. friends on the Govern- 
ment side do not like me rising from this 
side of the House—[*‘ Hear, hear.”*}]—but I 
do not represent them upon this question. 
I represent a loyalist and an agricultural 
constituency in Ireland which is pro- 


foundly interested in land, in local 
government, and in everything Irish, 
and I am not going to consult the taste 


Gentlemen from Belfast in dealing 
with this question. What is the position 
ot hon. Members opposite ! The Govern- 
ment blame them for wasting time, 
the Nationalist Members do not want to 
come to the House of Commons at all. 
England has taken the government of 
Ireland upon its own shoulders. She 
took over the government of Ireland 
unbidden and unasked, and are we to be 
told after she has taken that great burden 
over deliberately that Irish Supply is to 
be closured, and that the Irish Members 
will not be able to discuss their methods 
of government in Ireland? That is what | 
it amounted to. [“ No, no.”"] The sup- 
porters of the Government know per- 
fectly well that I have been trying my 
best to get an opportunity to say a few 
words upon the Land Commission Vote. | 
If the Government are going to continue 
the present system of government in| 
Ireland, they must provide means for 
discussing their methods fairly. My 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
Waterford says he does not care how long 
the system goes on, because it is a grand 
object leseon for Home Rule. That is | 
the Member for Waterford’s position, 
and that is his compensation. O'Connell | 
and Gladstone both tried to end this | 
controversy during the last century and | | 
both failed. We have got neither a| 
Gladstone nor an O’Connell now. | 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


ot hon. 
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Vote will) 
have to be passed sub silentio, and it will | 


but | 


| that 


| Conservative 
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Mr. RENTOUL (Down, E.): But we 
have got you. 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Therefore 


/my position is that time, at all events, 
need not be wasted upon that issue at the 
|present moment. The constituents of 
| East Down who have the honour of being 
/represented by the hon. and learned 
Member are exceedingly anxious to get 
rid of him. 


Mr. RENTOUL: At the instigation 
' of the hon. Member a meeting was called 
by advertisement. [Cries of “ Order.”} 
As a personal explanation I desire to say 
that in reply twenty-eight individuals—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

Mr. RENTOUL: The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone made a remark about 
my constituency and myself. I simply 
desire to explain that a meeting was 
called by my constituents by advertise- 
ment, and that twenty-eight persons—— 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I rise to a point of order. 
According to the universal practice 
of this House a personal explanation 
is an explanation made after another 
Member has made his speech, not in the 
course of the speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. 
in possession of the House had not 
chosen to give way to the hon. Member 
he could not have spoken. But the hon. 
Member did give way, and the hon. 
Member for East Down is entitled to 
explain, provided he does not go beyond 
moderate limits. 


Mem ber 


Mr. RENTOUL: I have simply to say 
that at the instigation of the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone a meeting was 


called by advertisement in the press 


constituents to request me to 
Twenty - eight individuals— 
Nationalists and Unionists—attended 
meeting. It was treated with 
absolute contempt. It was not the 
Association of my Division, 
as happened in the case of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. 


of my 
resign. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The House 


will bear in mind that the hon. and 
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learned Gentleman interrupted me first. 
I did not even know that he was present 
until he practically identified me with 
hon. Gentleman opposite as a Home 
tuler. That was his object, and I made 
my retort. I can only say that I was 
present at a meeting of five hundred 
when a resolution such as I have de- 
scribed was passed. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite think this is a case for Home 
tule. I do not think so at all. What 
it is a case for, clear and explicit, is for the 
devolution of the work, but that does not 
necessarily mean an Irish Parliament. 
The case for devolution, however, is 
complete, and it is perfectly impossible 
for this House to go on attempting 
to carry a load that is entirely beyond 
its powers. I should imagine that in- 
stead of getting better it is much more 
likely to get worse. It is really of no use 
for hon. Members on this side of the 
House to complain of hon. Members 
on that taking up time or, as they say, 
wasting time. They have their own 
commission from their constituents. 
Their constituents do not quarrel with 
their methods of doing business here, and 
I taney that so long as that is the case 
they are not likely to pay much attention 
to anything that is stated on this side of 
the House. Therefore we were absolutely 
wasting time in complaining of hon. 
Members opposite. We have to face 
the situation—this House is attempting 
to carry a load which it is utterly unable 
to carry, and the time has arrived for 
some man of initiative on either Front 
Bench to give a lead in the devolution 
of work within the compass of this Parlia- 
ment—not by setting up others—that 
willenable us to go through our business 
in a legitimate and orderly manner. 
I do not complain of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. I do not think anybody 
would have done better in his place ; 
at all events, we have always courtesy 
and civility from him. That has been 
my experience. [ am not going to 
criticise any of the men who are attempt- 
ing to administer what had become 
an impossible system. The twelve 
o'clock rule has been referred to. I 
have been for sixteen years a Member 
of the House, but I never remember 
a session when we have had less of the 
twelve o'clock rule. I had come to 
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altogether. What have we done? Can 
any sane man in the world imagine such 
a thing? By the time Supply has been 
closured we shall have run up between 
400 and 500 divisions. Allowing ten 
minutes for each division—and that is a 
short average—by the time the session 
is closed we will have spent eight 
parliamentary days walking round the 
lobbies. And we are all sensible men ! 
That of itself stamps the whole system 
as effete and played out. What is really 
wanted is someone of initiative among 
the leaders of the House to face the 
question, if a session should have to be 
devoted to it, and so arrange the pro- 
cedure of the House that matters affect- 
ing mere localities should go upstairs, 
and that this great Assembly should not 
be occupied with petty details. What 
have I seen this very session during the 
last month ? I came here one Wednesday 
afternoon, when the Mediterranean Fleet 
was going to be discussed. Surely that 
is a question of sufficient importance 
to occupy the House and the nation. 
We had to wait until half a dozen Irish 
Members spoke about whether there was 
to be a level crossing or a metal bridge 
in some place in the county of Kilkenny. 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER: That is im- 
portant.]| It is very important for 
Kilkenny. Surely it is a perfect absur- 
dity that matters of trifling detail of that 
kind should occupy the time of this great 
Assembly when a matter such as the 
condition of the Mediterranean Fleet is 
awaiting discussion. There is nothing 
to hinder the House in giving a real 
session for the revision of our procedure. 
The First Lord of the Treasury will find 
it much more difficult to pass this Supply 
rule next session than he has ever done 
before, because, if anything has ever 
broken down, that rule, drawn with the 
very best intentions, has utterly failed. In 
attempting to carry a load it cannot carry 
the House will get worse rather than 
better, and if we are not to have the 
House discredited in the eyes of the 
world we should see that it is set in order, 
and that we have liberty to do the busi- 
ness of the nation. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I am 
so far in agreement with the hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down that I think, 


as I have long thought, that there are 
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certain evils inherent in the present |for King’s Lynn, used too strong an 


procedure of the House of Commons 
which, under the most skilful manage- 
ment, cannot be got rid of, but only 
palliated and mitigated, and the removal 
of which is absolutely essential if this 
House is adequately to perform its duties 
to the country. Among these reforms 
there is none on the smaller scale which 
is more urgent than that we should 
reform, if indeed we do not entirely 
abolish, our present inadequate and 
ridiculous system of dealing with private 
legislation. As regards the reforms on 
what I may call the larger scale, I am 
more convinced than I ever was that it 
is only by a system of devolution—a large 
and liberal system of devolution—con- 
sistent with Imperial unity and the 
supreme control of this Parliament over 
all parts of His Majesty's dominions— 
that we shall find any substantial relief 
from that which we so much deplore. 
But this is not, I think, an occasion on 
which we can profitably enter upon these 
comparatively large issues, and I should 
like to call the attention of the House 
once more to the actual position in 
which we stand. It is now 22nd July. 
The right hon. Gentleman tells us that he 
hopes, and apparently expects, that the 
session will come to an end on 17th 
August. In other words, we have 
twenty parliamentary days at our dis- 
posal. And how are those twenty 
parliamentary days going to be occupied ? 
In the discussion of something like 
twenty Bills, many of which have not 
even been introduced, some of which 
are in their very early stages, none of 
which, I think, have got beyond the 
stage of Committee, and a hundred 


Votes in Supply. I think the situation | 


only needs to be described in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own language for 


it to be seen that the House of Commons | 


is asked, during the next three weeks, to 
carry on its work under conditions that 
will reduce discussion to a mockery and a 
farce. The independence of the House 
of Commons, both as a body whose con- 
stitutional duty it is to criticise the action 
of the Executive and as a body whose 
constitutional duty it is to consider pro- 


jects of legislative reform—the indepen- | 


dence of the House of Commons abso- 
lutely disappears. I do not think the 


hon. Gentleman opposite, the Member | Bill put down for the Second Reading to- 


Mr. Asquith. 


'what has brought about this state of 


place we frittered away its early days in 


| What is the result of that arrangement 


' of the truth of what I have said than the 











expression when he said the House had 
been reduced to an automaton, auto- 
matically to register the will of the 
Executive of the day. Quite apart 
from these larger questions of procedure, 


things, a state of things which no one who 
is jealous for the honour of the House 
of Commons can contemplate without 
repugnance and alarm? The causes 
appear to me to be tolerably plain. In 
the first place, we began the session 
a great deal too late, and in the next 


the discussion, sometimes, I agree, unduly 
prolonged, of comparatively unimportant 
affairs ; and it was only after Whitsun- 
tide that the Government introduced 
to the House of Commons the two most 
contentious measures of the year—the 
Education Bill and the Rating Bill, both 
of which still remain to be discussed. 


of parliamentary time? It is, as my 
right hon. friend beside me has pointed 
out, that the closure, instead of being 
an extreme weapon to be resorted to 
in a great emergency for the defence 
of parliamentary freedom, becomes part 
of the ordinary apparatus of every-day 
parliamentary life, upon which the 
Government comes to rely more and 
more as a necessary instrument for carry- 
ing their measures. Never since the 
closure was introduced, certainly never 
during the last five years, has it been 
so liberally or so automatically applied 
as during the present session. I really 
do not think we could have a more 
remarkable or a more humiliating proof 


proceedings which have taken place under 
the auspicesof the Government in relation 
to these two contentious Bills within the 
last week. What happened? We had 
a night's discussion in Committee on the 
Education Bill. The Chairman, for rea- 
sons we all regret, not being in the chair, 
it was impossible to apply the closure. 
Thereupon the right hon. Gentleman 
avowedly puts off the further discussion 
of that measure until he can have by 
his side the only hand that can unlock 
the wardrobe in which the closure is 
kept, and the Education Bill being 
indefinitely postponed we have the Rating 
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morrow. The right hon. Gentleman | position of the Government is not dam- 
says that a favourable bulletin has been | nified thereby. I have been led to 
issued as regards the health of the Chair- | understand that if I had only irritated 
man. We are all delighted to hear it.|the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
The right hon. Gentleman positively | shown what I think the hon. Member 
tells us to-night that he is going to put off | for Waterford called a little more human 
the Rating Bill to an indefinite date—/| nature, if I could have followed the 
[A MINISTERIAL MEMBER: Monday.]! seductive methods and the persuasive 
for another week at any rate, and that | tongue so characteristic of my right 
he is going to bring back the Committee | hon. friend, we should have got through 
on the Education Bill, because now he | the session without a hitch, the closure 
will be able to apply the closure. 1! would never have been applied, hon. 
venture to say that that method of | Members for Ireland would have hurried 
conducting parliamentary business is | into their places to give the Government 
not only new, not only dangerous, | Votes on Supply and further Govern- 
but it is to a large extent responsible ment business to the best of their ability. 
for the condition in which we find our-| [ have not these potent gifts of the ser- 
selves. For my part, I hope all who sit | pent charmer. I can only lay before the 
on this side of the House will take the | House in very humdrum fashion the 
same course by way of protest against necessities and convenience not of the 
the mismanagement of business in) Government, but of the House, for their 
the earlier part of the session and this | consideration, and if when they have 
avowed and lavish resort to the machinery considered them they do not feel inclined 
of the closure. I, for my part, shall | to adopt my suggestion, I am afraid I have 
record my vote so as to prevent, as far | no resource open to me but that of which 
as can be, the right hon. Gentleman | complaint has been so lavishly made 
getting the facilities for which he asks. | to-night. Hon. Members have declared 
that the Government have been unduly 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There have | lavish in putting on the closure, that 
been, as far as I have observed in the | they have hurried debate unnecessarily. 
course of this debate, three topics of | Now, does any human being really sup- 
very unequal importance discussed by | pose—I am not talking of what we say in 
various members who have taken part | this House or on the _platform—does 
init. The first of these topies is my own | any hon. Member sincerely believe, when 
unfortunate shortcomings as the Leader | he is neither in this House nor on the 
of the House: the second of these | platform, that if the closure had not been 
topics is Home Rule ; and the third of /moved we should have been able even 
these topics is the general congestion | t° make the progress we have done? 
of business, consequent upon the over-| The right hon. Gentleman has said 
pressure in this House. As regards the | that it is a great commentary upon 
first of these questions, that connected | the bad management of the Government 
with my own shortcomings, I really | that we put off the Education Bill until 
do not think it worth while occupying | We had an opportunity of dealing with 
much of the time of the House. The | the Committee stage of that Bill, when 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Irish | closure might be applied if the Chair gave 
party, who took the first place in this|leave. Does he seriously think that that 
afternoon’s debate, drew a comparison | Was a foolish course? If he had had 
between me and the Chancellor of the | charge of the Bill would he have taken 
Exchequer, which, I need not remind | @y other course? Why, Sir, the right 
the House, was very much to my dis- | hon. Gentleman knows much better. He 
advantage. I do not object to that. | knows perfectly well—even the expe- 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer and | | Tience of that night might have shown 
belong to the same Government; the | him if he was present, I am not sure 
stock of virtue for the Government | Whether he was—that when an Oppo- 
is the same whether it is due to him | Sition,united in nothing else, are united in 
or to me, and I am quite ready to hand | talking against a measure, it is absolutely 
over all praise to him and to take all the | impossible to deal with the situation 
blame to myself provided the general | except by that machinery the creation 
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of which I regret as much as any other 
man in this House, but which, by the 
universal consent of every successive 
Government and every successive leader, 
is an absolute necessity under modern 
conditions. It would have been sheer 
waste of the time of this House had I 
adopted any other course than the one 
[ did, and nobody knows that better 


than right hon. Gentlemen and _ hon. | 


Gentlemen opposite. Observe the extra- 
ordinary inconsistency of the attacks 
made on the Government. We are told 
by one member of that bench that our 
legislative programme was meagre, that 
our legislative performances are more 
meagre still. The right hon. Gentleman 
says we ought not to have hurried on 
business as much as we have ; and then 
the same right hon. Gentleman says we 
ought to abandon most of our Bills. 
What are you to do with criticisms of 
that kind, with speakers who in the 
middle of their speech forget their exor- 
dium, and by the time they get to their 
peroration have forgotten the middle of 
their speech ? I wish to take this ques- 
tion as far as I can out of the personal 
category, and I regret even the amount 
of personal reference which I have been 
obliged to introduce into my remarks so 
far. In order that I may be absolved 
from touching any further on the per- 
sonal aspects of this question, let me deal 
in one sentence with my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn. My 
hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
made what I think anybody would con- 
strue to be a very violent attack upon 
the Government, and he anticipated, 
when I rose to a rejoinder, that I should 
make a reply as violent as his attack. | 
never had the least intention of doing 
anything of the kind. My hon. friend 
is in the habit of playing about a good 
deal on . these Sometimes 
when he plays about he throws stones ; 
sometimes when he plays about he throws 
mud. On the present occasion he pre- 
ferred the mud to the stones, but I do not 
care to reply to either of these particular 
missiles, so [ leave my hon. friend alone, 
and proceed to questions far removed 
from personal controversy or the merits 
of this or that Leader of the House, this 
or that Front Bench, whether in Opposi- 
tion or on the right hand of the Speaker. 

In the category of these important dis- 
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occasions. 
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cussions the most important place must 
be given to the question of Supply. The 
hon. Member for Waterford, my hon. 
friend the Member for South Tyrone, and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have pointed out 
that unhappy truth—that the House is 
far less advanced in Supply than it was 
at the corresponding period of last year, 
and that, if ordinary signs and prognosti- 
cations are to be believed in, we shall at 
the end of the allotted period of Supply 
have a very much larger number of un- 
discussed Votes to deal with than we have 
had before. That is true, and a melan- 
choly truth it is. Are we, therefore, to 
consider that the Supply rule has failed ! 
Are we, therefore, to consider that the 
Government is to blame? Well, how is 
the Government to blame? I have 
endeavoured in the interests, not of the 
Government—they are not affected in 
this case—I have endeavoured in the 
interests of the House by the occasional 
use of the closure—ten times, I think, in 
the course of the Supply of the year has 
the closure been applied—to aid adequate 
discussion of the Votes. I am attacked 
for having put on the closure and for the 
position in which business now stands— 
another inconsistency in the criticisms 
passed upon us to-night. The House 
must remember that the time at the dis- 
posal of Parliament is limited, and must be 
be limited. Even if we sat 365 days in 
the year our time would be limited, but 
I presume no man would wish that this 
House should sit more than six, six and a 
half, or seven months—personally, | 
think seven months is too much. [An 
OpposITION MeMBer: Why?] I am not 
going into that now. I should be pre- 
pared to discuss it. At present I am con- 
tent to shelter myself under the sufti- 
ciently powerful egis of Mr. Gladstone, 
who always held that there was no 
greater mistake than to attempt to throw 
on this House too great a burden, or to 
sit beyond what human capacity enabled 
ustodo. I presume that some part of the 
time during which we sit must be given 
to Government legislation. If you are 
going to increase the time for Govern- 
ment legislation you diminish pro facto 
either the amount of time given to Supply 
or that given to private Members. There 
is no way out of that simple arithmetical 
fact. 
Now, that 


does the House think 
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twenty-three days is sufficient for the 
discussion of Supply or not? I do not 
pretend to say that twenty-three days is 
sufficient—forty-six days would not be 
sufficient, 460 days would not be suffi- 
cient, at the rate practised by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. It is not sufficient 
if, for example, by discussing Supply you 
mean discussing it at the length at which 
we have discussed Irish Supply, the chief 
topic of discussion to-night. But that is 
not the question ; the question is whether 
twenty-three days is a sufficient propor- 
tion of your six or seven months to give 
to mere criticism of the Government, and 
whether if you extend that twenty-three 
days, or, at all events, very largely extend 
it, you would not still further unduly 
limit the already curtailed proportion 
that is given to private Members, or still 
further limit the time given to Govern- 
ment legislation. It is that tripartite 
division of the session which I do ear- 
nestly beg hon. Gentlemen always to have 
in mind when they discuss whether 
enough time is given to this or that topic. 
You have only a certain amount of time 
to deal with, cut up into these three 
portions, and everything you give to one 
portion you take away from another. 
That is a very elementary statement, but 
it is constantly, I had almost said in- 
variably, forgotten by hon. Members 
who make these criticisms, and if any- 
body desires proof of that let him bear in 
mind the speeches that have been made 
to-night with regard to Irish Supply. 

The amount of time allocated to Irish 

Supply in the course of the present 

session is, broadly speaking, about the 
same as has been accorded to Irish Supply 
since the new rule came into existence. 

{Mr. T. M. Heaty: No.] It amounts to 
three days—that is, one-eighth part of 
the whole time given to Supply. If the 
House think that insufficient, well and 
good—increase the time. But, as I said 
before, you will have to increase it at the 
cost of English or Scottish Votes, of 
private Members’ time, or of Govern- 

ment legislation—there is no other 

way. I am disposed to think that 

it is sufficient if properly used. Has 

it been properly used? My hon. friend 

the Member for South Tyrone said, truly 

enough, that a great many important 

Votes have not been discussed. They 

could have been discussed had the Irish 

Members desired it. The Government ' 
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left it entirely to the Irish Members to 
settle what Votes should be put down, 
and in what order, and hon. Gentlemen 
practically settled the duration of the 
discussion. And if it be true that one- 
eighth of the whole time given to Supply 
is enough for Irish Supply, and if it be 
true that twenty-three days is a sufficient 
proportion of the whole session to give 
to the discussion of Supply, then, I say, 
hon. Gentlemen ought to devote them- 
| selves to assisting the Government in so 
| allocating that eighth part of the twenty- 
three days as to enable them to make 
their chief criticisms on the Irish Execu- 
tive, which I am sure they could do in 
that time without any serious grievance. 
This is not the appropriate time to say 
whether these twenty-three or twenty- 
four days are sufficient. The House, 
after considerable experience, has fixed 
the number of days for Supply. It may 
have to enlarge it, possibly ; but if it en- 
larges it, it will do so at the cost of the 
two other interests, both of which are also 
pleaded for on these occasions. Hon. 
Gentlemen insist on having their cake 
and eating it. All those concerned in 
the three subjects I have mentioned 
claim that they do not get enough time, 
and everybody is agreed that the Govern- 
ment have not got enough—they say 
that our programme is limited and our 
performance meagre. 


In these circumstances I would venture 
to ask the House to approach this 
matter in a common-sense spirit. | 
have always been anxious to have some 
more formal and authoritative division 
of the time given to Supply than the 
rule provides. Who has resisted that ? 
The Opposition. I have wanted to 
allow hon. Gentlemen themselves to 
settle how the time is to be given ; they 
have refused to accept the responsibility. 
But that puts them out of court when 
they come to criticise me as to the 
distribution of the time, and it only 
remains for them to say that the time 
itself should be increased, with the con- 
sequences I have ventured to put before 
them. I do not touch on Home Rule. 
I do not touch on devolution or delega- 
tion. I ‘quite agree that this House 
must consent either to modify this rule 
still further, to be content with a rela 
tively small amount of output of legis- 
lative work, or sit a great deal longer. 
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have always myself leant to a fourth | 
alternative—that really important mea- 
sures might be allowed to run on from 
one session to another. I am not going 
to discuss or to defend that now. It so 
happens that my views are on record in 
a Report made, and agreed to, | think, 
by a Committee of this House. They 
have found many opponents on this side, 
I think, but they have always been 
opposed by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite ; indeed, I think by all the 
Gentlemen on the Front Bench opposite. 
The House will have to face the fact 
that with these rules you can only have 
a small output of legislative work unless 
you curtail your speeches. It is a 
question not of argument, but of arith- 
metic, and though it may be convenient, 
for party or personal reasons, to attack 
the Government, to say that the Leader 
of the House has shown a want of human 
nature, or that the closure has been 
used too drastically, or not drastically 
enough—though criticisms of that sort 
are sure to be made, and I trust borne 


with toleration, the real facts lie far 
deeper. The House is only deceiving 


itself if it thinks that all that every 
Member wants of it—more discussion of 
Supply, more legislation, more private 
Members’ time, and equally short sessions 
—can possibly be got while we continue 
to carry on our debates under our 
existing rules. The right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite says that he would like 
to go back to the old rules under which 
we attempted to do our business—to 
abolish closure and all the other unhappy 
expedients which we have from time to 
time adopted. I tell him that will never 
be done, it never can be done, and the 
changes that have to be made—and 
changes I doubt not, will have to be made 
—certainly will not be in the direction 
of giving unlimited licence to every 
man to take up what proportion of 
public time he likes, even if his object be, 
as some have suggested it is the object 
of certain speakers in this House, not to 
further business, not to discuss measures, 
but to bring into contempt and impotence 
this great legislative Assembly. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): The 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down has discussed parliamentary pro. 
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in which 
a beleaguered general, say at Lady- 
smith, discussed the amount of the 
provisions that he had for men and 
horses. He tells us that, like the 
beleaguered general, he starts with the 
proposition that he has to hold out 
for six or seven months, that he has so 
many animals to provide for, that his 
rations amount to so many lbs., and he 
is, therefore, easily able to demonstrate 
that, providing parliamentary business is 
divided into three great classes, at all 
events, Ireland can only have three days 
for Supply in any session. I think that 
any Minister dealing with the complaints 
from Ireland should put himself in the 
position which Pitt and Castlereagh 
occupied when they endeavoured to allure 
the Irish Parliament to give up legislative 
independence. Fancy Castlereagh ad- 
dressing the Irish Legislature in these 
terms, and, instead of promising a shower 
of gold, saying: ‘* Your taxation is now a 
million ; it will be made ten millions. 
Now you have six months for the dis- 
cussion of Irish Supply ; join us in free and 
happy England, and instead of six months 
we will give you three days !"’ Yet that 
is the position to which the right hon. 
Gentleman, by his method of rule of 
thumb, has reduced the Treaty of Union. 

I really cannot understand the face 
and the hardihood with which any 
British Minister—recollecting, as we 
must, that parliamentary promises are 
supposed to be kept—can address Irish 
Members in the same spirit and terms 
as he addresses British Members, or to 
suggest that we are bound by any one of 
those considerations which he was able 
to address to the Liberal Opposition. 
The right hon. Gentleman has suggested 
in that graceful and happy manner in 
which he sometimes specially indulges 
that the real object of the Irish Members 
in debate has not been the fair and free 
discussion of the attitude of Ministers 
towards subjects of commanding Irish 
interest, but an attempt to bring par- 
liamentary institutions into contempt. 
[Cheers from the Ministerial Benches.] 
And that is a charge which the party 
behind him endorse. This is a new Par- 
liament which contains many men of 
‘ability from Ireland, who come over 
‘here for the first time. Now, one of 
the main objects of the session was the 
! 
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passing of the Civil List Bill. 
not a Civil List Bill in the House for 
over sixty. years, and every subject was 
open to us for discussion. It was a Bill 


of enormous magnitude even from a /| 


constitutional point of view, and involved 
the entire relations of Great Britain and 
Parliament to the kingship of the two 
islands. And what was the attitude of 
those gentlemen who want to bring 
parliamentary institutions into con- 
tempt, and who want to show their dis- 
loyalty of the Empire! The fact is, this 
Bill to grant £250,000 to the Crown was 
practically allowed to go through by this 
new Parliament—with these new Irish 
Members—sub silentio. The hon. Gentle- 
men opposite cannot have it both 
ways. They cannot endorse the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury that the only 
object of the Irish Members is to bring 
parliamentary institutions into contempt, 
and at the same time sit silent when 
confronted by such an argument as I have 
used. Our object is not to bring parlia- 
mentary institutions into contempt, but 
to restore parliamentary institutions to 
their integrity. Our object is not to 
destroy Parliament, but to create a 
Parliament ; and I say that our position 
is really the constitutional and con- 
servative position—namely, the restora- 
tion of a Parliament—destroyed by the 
British Government under conditions 
as vile as any committed even by the 
arts and crafts of English statesmen. 

I rose, not for the purpose of de- 
bating the general position of affairs, but 
merely with the object of stating the 
shiver which I experienced at one of the 
suggestions of the right hon. Gentleman ; 
and in the hope of relieving the weary 
Tritons on the Government benches by 
a practical suggestion which will enable 
them to save a very considerable amount 
of parliamentary time. It has nothing to 
do with the rules of parliamentary proce- 
dure in the past—the good old scheme 
of Mr. Gladstone when they met at four 
o'clock, when they were tired, and con- 
tinued sitting after twelve o'clock, when 
they were still more tired. That was a 
practical way of doing business, and not 
by the new methods of the closure. I 
ask what is the meaning of the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman the 


First Lord of the Treasury that he made 


{22 JuLy 1901} 
You had | 





the House. 1182 


in regard to the city of Belfast. That 
city has already been the subject ot 
sufficient contention in a great many 
Parliaments. [| understood the right 
hon. Gentleman to say that the city of 
Belfast, for some inscrutable reason or 
other, is suffering from an absolute denu- 
dation of local self-government, and that 
it is necessary to bring in a Bill to restore 
to Belfast the constitution which it so 
highly prizes. I always understood that 
King William LI., of happy memory, in 
1688, by abolishing brass money and 
wooden shoes, had given to the citizens 
of Belfast the very fullest measure of the 
liberties they were entitled to enjoy. 
The right hon. Gentleman tells us that 
the Land Purchase Bill and the Local 
Government Bill promised in the King’s 
Speech have to be dropped. and that in 
the dog days, for some reason which we 
have not appreciated, some special 
measure is to be devoted to the city of 
Belfast to enable it to resume the duties 
of local government. That is a most 
astonishing proposition. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone actually complained 
here a short while ago that Irish Mem- 
bers took up the time of the House in 
discussing questions of level crossings in 
Ireland, when they might have been dis- 
cussing the unlevel crossings of the 
Mediterranean Fleet ; but I ask what 
are the portentous conditions which 
have suddenly rendered it necessary for 
His Majesty’s Government to bring in 
a Bill at this stage of the session dealing 
with this important portion of His 
Majesty's dominions. We know that 
we had a private Bill this session to 
extend the franchise of the Harbour 
Board of Belfast, and my hon. friend the 
Member for Waterford strongly appealed 
to the Government to extend the tran- 
chise now enjoyed by a very small pro- 
portion of the ratepayers to the general 
body of the citizens of that community. 
but the right hon. Gentleman declined 
to agree to it. But now in the month of 
July, or in the beginning of August, the 
right hon. Gentleman is going to take 
heart of grace, and we shall rejoice if he 
is going to extend the scope of local self- 
government in Belfast. But if this Bill 
is going to deal with the question of the 
valuation of Belfast, I should like to 
remind him that that necessarily involves 
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the whole question of the financial rela- | recommendations of the Fry Commission. 
tions of Ireland. [Cries of ‘“‘ Oh, oh,”| It can hardly be supposed that that 
and Ministerial laughter.] I will demon-| Committee will contain any representa- 
strate that to hon. Gentlemen who laugh. | tive of the tenants. 
I will take the case, not of Belfast, but of 
Dublin, and I hope that what I say about | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Dublin will be fully credited by hon.| hon. Gentleman's suggestion does not 
Gentlemen opposite. It necessarily follows|seem to be relevant to the question 
that any scheme of revaluation of any | before the House. 
community under the present Acts also 
involves the increase of Imperial taxation. Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am going to 
I do not intend to go into this point at}make a suggestion that there is an 
any length—— omission in the programme of His 
Majesty’s Government. We can only 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I/ discuss the administration of the Irish 
hope the hon. Member will not follow this | Land Acts on Supply. But in another 
line of argument, because it is very much | place they are able to bring on discussion 
beyond the question before the House. and criticism of these matters by the 
a . — ’ machinery of the appointment of Con- 
Mr. T. M. HEALY : Unless it be on a mittees ; and I weal say that we are 
question of revaluation, I am at a loss to! entitled to have the Vote on the Irish 
know what the Bill is proposed for by | Land Commission put down again at an 
His Majesty's Ministers. As I under-| carly stage, so that we will be able to 
stand it, the Government apprehend | reply to the criticisms on the adminis- 
that there is no power in Belfast at this | tration of the Irish Land Acts made in 
moment, owing to some blunder on the! the House of Lords. I am strengthened 
part of the corporation, to strike a rate | in my demand by the action of Mr. 
in the present year. I suggest that they | Gladstone in 1882. when a motion 
would save an enormous amount of; was made in the House of Lords to 
parliamentary time if, instead of bringing | inquire into the working of the Land 
in a Bill to enable Belfast to strike “Act, and to bring pressure to bear on 
fresh rate, the Government should ad-| Ministers and judges. Mr. Gladstone 
vance the money to the citizens of Belfast | put down a seitiatinn on the bonks of 
till next session. [ do not know the) this House in order to strengthen the 
amount of money required. It may be| hands of the Land Commissioners and 
£20,000 or £30,000. Let us suppose! the Irish judges, and denouncing the 
that it is even £100,000. Why, the | criticisms made in another place. Suth- 
Government have this session voted | cient time should be given to answer 
£500,000 for a railway for the niggers|the criticisms made in another place, 
in Uganda. Let the Government give although I admit that the Govern- 
a loan of £100,000 to this loyal com-| ment opposed the motion for the Com- 
munity of Belfast—men of integrity | mittee. I claim that the Irish Land 
and honour—who will promptly pay it} Commission and the judges in the Irish 
back in the ensuing session of Parlia- | courts should not be executing their 
ment. I really make that suggestion | duty with this sort of sword of Damocles 
in all good faith to the Government, hanging over their heads. 
instead of taking up the time of Parlia.| 
ment with a contentious measure. One Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
word more and I have done. Com-| would repeat to the Leader of the House 
plaints have been made by the hon.!a suggestion which I have made on a 
Member for South Tyrone and the hon. | former occasion in regard to the re- 
Member for Waterford as to the position | arrangement of the meeting of Parlia- 
of the Irish land question, and as to| ment. I think that we should have part 
the position of the Irish Estimates dealing of the session in the autumn, and the 
with the Irish Land Commission. | finishing part in the early months of 
noticed that in another place the Duke|the year. What should be avoided 
of Abercorn has carried a motion for a|is any sitting during the months of 
Select Committee to inquire into the | July, August, and September; during 
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these months Members suffer much 
from the long night sittings, and the 
work is inefficiently done. The result 
is that many Acts of Parliament are 
passed in a manner highly unsatisfactory. 
What is the present position? The 
Standing Committee on Trade meets 
at eleven and continues on till four in 
the afternoon, then we come into the 
House, and with the twelve o'clock 
rule suspended, we never get home till 
the small hours of the morning, 
although we have to meet again early in 
the forenoon. In my judgment the 
months for the sitting of the House 
could be so arranged as to conduce to 
the advantage of the country, the business 
of the nation, and with far less physical 
suffering to hon. Members engaged 
in Committee work. I wish the Leader 
ot the House would give some promise 
that he will apply his mind to this ques- 
tion, and see whether he could not 
suggest some alteration of the Rules 
ot Procedure that would bring about 
the readjustment J have suggested. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said that 
no adequate information had been given 
as to several matters which had been 
brought before the House. The House 
was now apparently called upon to do 
unlimited work in a limited time, and 
the real solution was a devolution of its 
business. It was very easy for the First 
Lord of the Treasury to say that the 
matter was merely a mathematical pro- 
blem ; but the fact remained that in 
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whatever way the time of the House was 
divided up, it still remained insufficient 
to deal adequately with the business 
submitted to it. [Several Hon. MeEn- 
BERS: Divide, divide.| He had no in- 
tention of unduly taking up the time of 
the House, but if he were interrupted 
he could speak for quite a long time. If, 
however, he were permitted to pro eed, 
he would not speak very long. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had named 
twenty or thirty Bills, including the 
Light Railways Bill, to which he stated 
there would be very little opposition. 
but he could tell the right hon. Gentle- 
man, speaking for himself and his friends, 
that any Bill which proposed to vote 
half a million of money solely to English 
purposes while Ireland was overtaxed 
would be very strongly opposed by the 
Irish Members, and that they would use 
the forms of the House to the very utmost 
in offering a strenuous opposition to any 
such Bill. He very much doubted 
whether the sanguine intentions of the 
First Lord of the Treasury with regard 
to the work to be carried out would be 
fulfilled before the end of September, and 
he suspected that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would have to cut down his pro- 
gramme still further, and announce 
another massacre of the innocents in a 
week or two. 


the House. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 249 ; Noes, 
172. (Division List No. 346.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt.H. F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 





Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. 13. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George ©. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 


Campbell, RtHnJ A. (Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor’: 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 








Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mletsS.Geo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 








1187 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirW ‘illiam Hart 
E liot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay; Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, ,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Fost2r,PhilipS( Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

‘Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (CityofLon. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
‘Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hn GR C Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn §$ F Ormsby- (Lines) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B rySEdmnds 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Grenfell, Wm. Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd'd’y) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath.James(Stattords. N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope,.J. F. (Sheffield Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

fHoward,John (Kent, Faversh. ) 
Howard,.J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, Win. (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut. General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 


Business of 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt HnHerbertHenry 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 
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Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Kt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. 

M‘Arthur, ¢ ‘harles ( Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinb W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. WF 
Maxwell, W.J.H. aoe ll 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, Williem 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants) 
Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Morton,Arthurl. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntsz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Chas. Lindsay 
Pease, Herbt. ?. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


NOES. 


Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 





the House. 


teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville,Col. 5. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr. Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir'Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
We'lby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
W yndbam, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYIS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, W ~ um Sproston 

( ‘aldwell, . James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 


Cullinan, J. 
Davies, Alfre 


Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. v. | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Dutty, Willia 
Dunean, J. H 


Dunn, Sir Willam 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. 


Ffrench, Pete 


Field, William 


Fitzmaurice, 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

James Christopher 

Foster, SirWalter (DerbyiCo.) | 

Fowler, Kt. Hon. Sir Henry 
F. 


Flynn, 


Fuller, J. M. 
Furness, e ( 
Gilhooly, 


(rant, Corrie 


Gurdon, Sir W. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Harcourt, Rt Hn Sir William 
Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil 


Harmsworth, 
Harrington, 


Hayden, 
Hayne, Rt. H 
Hayter, Rt. H 


Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. | 
‘.E.H. (Bristol, E. | 


Hobhouse, ¢ 
Holland, Will 


Horniman, Fr 


James 
Goddar ‘l, Daniel Ford 


Timothy 
Harwood, George 
John Patrick 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU 
| Kearley, a E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir J. G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon,| W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Munro (Le:th) | M‘Dermott, Patrick 
r | M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Newnes, Sir George 
| Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J yperary, Ny 
O'Connor plone icklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, I’. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durbam) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


d (Carmarthen) 


m J, 
astings 


Lord Edmond 


‘hristopher 


Brampton 


kh. Leicester 


n. C. Seale- 
n. Sir Arthur D. 


iam Henry 
ederick John 
Arthur C, | 
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Price, Robert John 


| Rea, Russell 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmend, William (Clare) 
Reed.Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

tigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC,R. (Northants 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, FE. ) 
Thomas, AlfrediC lamorgan, FE. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr ) 
Thomas, F Freeman-( Hastings) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton. John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(C lackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R. ) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams ,Osmond(Mer ioneth) 
Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull, W.) 
W ilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
WwW oodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Philips 


TFLLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 








Humphreys-Owen, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James Power, Patrick 

Ordered, That, for the remainder ot 
the session, Government Business be not 
interrupted under the provisions of any 
Standing Order regulating the sittings 
of the House ; and may be entered upon 
at any hour though opposed, and that 
at the conclusion of Government Business 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put. 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”” 


*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER (Wallsall) : 


1 do not intend to oppose the general 





| Philipps, John Wynford 


Mr. M‘Arthur. 
Joseph 


I think it is a very 
good thing that the regular forces of the 
Crown and the Yeomanry, Militia, and 
Volunteers should all be under one and 
the same law. But what is very re- 
markable in this Bill is that it does not 
do that at all, In the first clause it 
is provided that it shall only apply to 
yeomen who enlist or take commissions 
in the Yeomanry after Ist August in the 
present year. The result of that will be 
that the Yeomanry will be under two 
different laws. All enlisted in the present 


scope of this Bill. 


regiments will be under one law, and will 
be liable to be called out for a much 
shorter period of training, while all who 
enlist from the Ist August in any regi- 
ment of the Yeomanry will remain out 
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for a longer period. The result will be| clear to the Government. There was 
that three-fourths of a regiment may be | nothing about Volunteer artillery in 
able to disappear after eight days training, | this Bill, and they might therefore 
for excluding the day march ing in and|take it that the feeling of the Govern- 
the day marching out, that is the number | ment at present was that the prospect 
available. A subsequent clause of the | of obtaining a large force of Volunteer 
Bill provides that the Yeomanry are to| field artillery was not great, and they 
come out for a minimum of eighteen | therefore only intended to maintain a 
days. The reason why the War Office | few batteries here and there for the pur- 
have introduced this Bill is that they| pose of show, rather than anything 
did not like to induce the present | else, and that the Militia field artillery 
yeomen to extend their term of| would be the main force upon which 
service. I myself think it would have|the country would rely for the home 
been better to have got all the officers! army. His right hon. friend had sug- 
and men in the present regiments to gested whether ‘the time for training was 
resign, and re-enlist under the new | not toolong ; the Swiss had been success- 
conditions. I should also like to ask if | ful in making a magnificent Militia field 
it is not a very dangerous experiment | artillery, and their period of training 
to extend the period of the training of | was a short one; but then a larger 
the yeomen from eight to eighteen| proportion of the Swiss population were 
days. At the present moment we have | more used to out-door life and more used 
only 15,000, and we have seldom been! to judging distance on their mountains 
able to train more than 10,000 or|than any people this country could 
11,000 men. The number is now to be | obtain, and therefore, in his opinion, the 
raised to 35,000, and the number of! time of training suggested that the 
days of training is to be increased from | Militia field artillery was not in any way 
eight to eighteen. I think that is aj toolong. But while he cordially approved 
very dangerous experiment, and | heir ak that part of the Bill. he had the 
that in the south of England the loss | greatest possible doubt with regard to 
of two market days will operate against |the Yeomanry part of the Bill. His 
enlistment. It is of capital importance | right hon. friend had used an expression 
that we should make things as comfort- | which showed the danger against which 
able as we can for the Yeomanry, and | the Government had to guard ; ; he used 
not give them hard terms of service ;|the expression that the Government 
and for my part I do not believe that the | would not get the men unless they made 
payment of 5s. a day is sufficient to| it comfortable for them; but these 
induce men to join under more arduous | were the cavalry upon which the Govern- 
conditions than at present. The term| ment were relying, and the mounted 
of service for the Militia field artillery | infantry as well, and it was impossible 
is now to be extended from sixty days to | to get either cavalry or mounted infantry 
eighty-four. This is a very great exten- worthy of the name without proper 
sion of time, and I think it cannot fail to and adequate training. Whilst he believed 
militate against the service. thoroughly in the civilian soldier for 
the purposes of war so far as the 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, infantry private was concerned, and that 
Forest of Dean) said that with the they could be trained very quickly, he 
part of the Bill which dealt with the altogether disbelieved that an efficient 
Militia field artillery he cordially agreed. cavalry soldier or mounted infantry man 
It was what had been suggested for a could be made without considerable train- 
considerable time by those who, like ing. The cutting down of the training 
himself, were not wedded to the present of these men was a mere delusion—dust 
system. The present action of the cast in the eyes of the nation. It would 
Government dispelled a doubt as to not make cavalry or mounted infantry, 
their intention as regarded Volunteer; it would not make efficient troops. 
field artillery. He had never favoured | The Government had the yooted fallacy 
a purely Volunteer system of field artil-| fixed in their minds—-that they could 
lery. The great advantage of a Militia | make cavalry or mounted infantry out of 
field artillery had apparently become men and horses, whether the men had 


Sir Arthur Hayter. 
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ever seen the horses or not. The levies 
sent out to South Africa in the winter 
and spring were, as they heard now from 
officers at the front, not fit to cope with 


the mounted forces of the Boers, although | 


they had been there six months. Yet 
the Government were going to continue, 


apparently, in the firm belief that they 
‘labour, and able to devote a consecutive 


could make cavalry from these Imperial 


yeonen with a slight amount of 
training. Efficient cavalry could not 
be made in this manner. It was a 


delusion, for which the country would 
have to pay heavily in the future. 
With regard to the Yeomanry portion of 
the Bill, he doubted whether the Govern- 
ment would be able to get the increased 
number of men they required from the 
same Class that these men were now 
drawn trom. A good deal might be done 
in a few days for a crack Yeomanry 
regiment ; the recruits drawn would be 
persons of some intellect and education, 
and they would learn a good deal in a 
few days, but the largely increased num- 
ber of men that the Government. re- 
quired must be drawn from other classes. 
As a matter of fact, the Government 
were trying to get their cavalry on the 
cheap, and the result would be that the 
men obtained would not be cavalry, 
and would not be mounted infantry, and 
they would not be efficient, except that 
small portion who would continue to 
b- drawn from the class which recruited 
the crack Yeomanry regiments. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said that this Bill was of sufficient 
importance to have had some explana- 
tion given of it by the Secretary of State 
for War. Last year 8,600 Yeomanry, 
out of an enrolled strength of over 10,000, 
went out to training. The number 
was 1,866 under the strength of their 
establishment, and in face of that de- 
feiency in their numbers the Govern- 
nent came forward with a proposal to 
increase the nominal strength of a mew 
nounted force up to 35,000 men. It fol- 
lowed that the composition of the new 
loree as far as personnel was concerned 
must be radically different from 
jersonnel of the old Yeomanry cavalry. 

That foree had hitherto been recruited 
nainly from tenant farmers and country 
gentlemen, but the numbers being so 
increased it would be impossible to, 
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the | 
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future. The new Yeomanry must be 
drawn from other classes, tradesmen of 
the country towns or else those of the 
middleclasses who had theleisure to devote 
to service of this kind. It would follow 
that the non-commissioned officers and 
privates, being themselves employers of 


fortnight to the service, would be largely 
replaced by persons not employers of 
labour but employees, and it was ex- 
tremely improbable that employers would 
be able to let off a sufficient number ot 
young men who would be able at the 
same time to give fourteen days consecu- 
tive service to the Yeomanry. It was: 
for that reason he deprecated the hard 
and fast line laid down by the Bill of a 
period of fourteen days for the training 
of the Yeomanry. This Bill was really 
part of an ambitious scheme, and what 
was necessary in providing an increased 
force of mounted men was that the Secre- 
tary of State should create some regi- 
ments of regular mounted infantry. 


*COLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire. 
Ince), who was almost inaudible in the 
gallery, was understood to say that he 


thought the additional Yeomanry would 
be an admirable adjunct to the Army, 
but all the new Yeomanry should be 
required to serve in the field if they 
were wanted. We could not afford to 
spend this enormous sum upon troops of 
this kind unless they could be sent into: 
the field if required. 


LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he noticed the word. 
‘Imperial ” had been left out of the Bill, 
and unless these men were required on 
occasion to serve abroad, that word 
would have to be left out. If, as the right 
hon. Member had said, the numbers had! 
declined with only five to six days: 
service in the year, how much more 
would it be so with the extra and onerous: 
duty of serving from fourteen to eighteen 
days? The agricultural classes could. 
very ill afford the time necessary to serve 
fourteen to eighteen days, and yet if they 
did not obtain recruits from the agricul- 
tural classes and’ from those who were 
used to horses, it was of no use having: 
Yeomanry at: alli. His own idea was, 


Mr. 
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that, if they wanted men to take care of 
horses, they must have men recruited 
from the agricultural classes. It could 
not be denied that it was of the utmost 
importance to have men who knew how 
to take care of horses, because such men 
would get a horse to do three times as 
much work as the an:mal would do under 
a town-bred man who had hardly ever 
seen a horse in his life. What he was 
afraid of was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would not get his 25,000 extra yeo- 
men. Was it necessary to get them for 
home defence ? Was it supposed that an 
enemy would land, and that then we 
should want these Yeomanry! If an 
enemy landed, he thought the Militia 
would be a far better force with which to 
meet it. He also feared that the Bill 
might have the effect of destroying the 
already depleted Militia, whilst at the 
same time a sufficient Yeomanry force 
would not be raised to justify the expen- 
diture. He had not the slightest doubt 
that many men would be drawn from the 
Militia to the Yeomanry, because the 
length of service was shorter, and the 
treatment of the Militia in South Africa 
had not been such as to encourage enlist- 
ment in that force. Although the 
Militia had been under no more compul- 
sion to go abroad than had the Yeomanry, 
the Militia had received no send-off or 
welcome home, and in South Africa had 
been placed on the lines of communica- 
tion. Personally, he was rather in- 
¢lined to think that if they wanted to 
have useful soldiers they must have pro- 
fessional soldiers. He was not altogether 
a lover of an amateur soldier, because 
everybody knew that if one wished to be 
successful in a trade he must learn it. 
His own advice to the right hon. Gentle- 
man was that if he really wished to carry 
out a scheme of Army reform he should 
content himself with a present reform of 
ths War Office, and postpone other 
reforms until the war in South Africa 
had ended, and he knew how many men 
were coming home and would join the 
Yeomanry. 


*Stir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) 
said the remarks of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean were to a certain extent justified, 
but the Yeomanry as at present consti- 
tuted had not, so far as he could see, 


Mr. Lambert. 
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attracted the full number of men well able 
to ride in our country districts. In the 
squadron of Imperial Yeomanry which 
he commanded, which was 120 strong, 
only forty came from the county 
Yeomanry. Another forty was com- 
posed of farmers, who were just as 
good riders as the forty which came 
from the county Yeomanry, and about 
twenty were small tradesmen from 
the country towns, who were also 
good horsemen and quite competent 
to do their work. The remainder of his 
squadron were chiefly grooms, who were 
all at home on horseback, and men 
who trained very quickly into efficient 
mounted soldiers. He pointed out that all 
the mounted troops in South Africa were 
improvis d troops in regard to the duties 
which they had to perform, and had to 
do work for which they had not been 
/in any way trained. The cavalry, for 
instance, might have done two or three 
| days scouting at home, but had never 
| been trained to fight as dismounted men, 
jand although the mounted infantry 
| had been trained to do what were con- 
| sidered the duties of mounted infantry 
jat that time, these were not really 
ithe duties which they had to perform 
in South Africa. He did not think it 
would be impossible to improvise quickly 
men of this stamp, provided the staff 
was in existence, and competent officers 
and senior non-commissioned officers, 
and provided also that they were careful 
to recruit only from men who could 
ride or who then would have time to 
learn to ride. He agreed that they must 
have men who could pass a fair examina- 
tion in riding, and then he thought he 
should get a good force, although he 
believed it would be difficult to raise the 
number required. As to the value of 
the scheme he had no doubt. With 
regard to what had been said about 
the new Yeomanry being no use in South 
Africa, though they had been there six 
months, he might say, although he was 
not there to defend the new Yeomanry, 
that body had only been out there three 
months, and that also the mounted 
iafantry raised in South Africa were at 
first quite as difficult to handle as the new 
Yeomanry which had been sent out. 
For his part, while not perhaps agreeing 
to all the details of the scheme, he wished 
it every success. 
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If I take a somewhat pessimistic view of 
this scheme, I hope it will not be thought 


that, as an ex-cavalry officer, I wish in | 
there I found that, although they had 


any way to make little of the Yeomanry. 
Nobody realises more than I do the 
admirable work which has been done by 
the Yeomanry who went out to South 
Africa. But it is a pity that we should | 
not have had from the Treasury Bench 
some exposition of the scheme, at all 
events with reference to the Yeomanry 
and Militia artillery. This is a scheme— 
to use the words of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Forest of Dean— 
for producing cavalry ‘‘ on the cheap.” If 
it is the intention to form a real cavalry 
from a force to be embodied for fourteen 
or eighteen days in the year, I say the 
scheme is a fraud and an impossibility. 
If, on the other hand, it is for the purpose 
of producing a force to be utilised in the 
event of invasion as an auxiliary to the 
other arms at home, I say again that it 
will not be effective. Three of the army 
corps which form the larger scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman are to be supplied 
with no other cavalry than those fur- 
nished by this force. Can it be held fora 
moment that these men are suitable for 
the purpose? In the first place, it is 
admitted that we have not a sufficient 
number of men of the’yeoman class in the 
country. The force would, therefore, be 
drawn from other classes ‘* more or less 
accustomed to horses,” as a previous 
speaker has said. That is a very wide 
expression. If a man unaccustomed to 
horses is put on horseback, and used as a 
cavalryman or a yeoman, the horse is 
very soon rendered useless for military 
purposes. Reference has been made to 
what the Swiss have done as regards 
artillery. But the youth of Switzerland | 
are trained from earliest boyhood in the 
use of arms in the elementary schools, 
and they have special training in shooting 
every year. It may be possible in 
a’ mountainous country and amongst | 
people who have special facilities to train | 
men as artillery, but it is absolutely | 
impossible to train cavalrymen under | 
these conditions. Every nation in | 
Europe, even after selecting men of the | 
best class—for by means of conscription 
they have the pick of the population, and | 
they choose for cavalrymen those accus- 


} 


tomed to horses and country life—are | 
| 
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unable to produce efficient cavalry in 
less than three or four years. Some 
years ago I was sent on a mission to Italy 
to report on the Italian cavalry, and 


neglected to consider what I may call. 
“special cavalry,” they had expended 
an immense amount of time on mounted 
infantry work, and notwithstanding the 
fact that their cavalry were very efficient, 
as mounted infantry it took them four 
years to train those troops. Therefore 
I say that if this force is intended to bea 
cavalry force it will undoubtedly break 
down. 

Moreover, it will be a very expensive 
force, seeing that out of the 35,000 only 
a very limited number will be suitable, 
after considerable training, to do the 
work which the entire force ought to be 
able to perform. Doubt has been ex- 
pressed as to whether the Government 
will get the large number of men they 
ask for. I firmly believe they will, but 
not from the class that is wanted. They 
will be obtained at the expense of a cer- 
tain number of the best militiamen and. 
of the cream of the Volunteers. The 
title of ‘“‘ Imperial Yeomanry,” which | 
presume they will be allowed to bear, 
coupled with the fact of their being 
cavalry soldiers, will induce all who can 
to join the Yeomanry rather than the 
Volunteers. That bears out my view 
with regard to the whole scheme—that, 
admirable as it might be, no portion can 
be carried out without robbing some: 
other portion. A great deal has beem 
said about events in South Africa having 
tended to show that shock-tactics are: 
not required. But in countries where 
shock-tacties are not necessary you 
require far more competent scouting, 
and it takes much longer to train a man 
to scout than to perform any other duty. 
I full agree that the regiments that 
went to South Africa were lamentably 
deficient, and it is simply because the: 
amount of time, patience, and training 
required to enable a cavalry regiment to: 
scout thoroughly well can be obtained 
only at the expense of parade movements: 
and shock-tactics. It is emphatically 
true that inexperienced men can be 
taught only under highly trained officers, 
commissioned and non-commissioned. 
But where are the officers to come from 
who will be capable of training com- 





XU 








1199 Militia und 


paratively undisciplined men in scout- 
ing duties? It is extremely doubtful 
whether one-half of the regular cavalry 
officers at the present day would be 
competent for such work. Are we to 
presume that, because there have been 
no shock-tactics in South Africa, there 
would be none in any other country ? 
We all know that the whole of North 
Europe, with the exception of one little 
patch—the Hertz Mountains—is one 
great plain. As a matter of fact, there 
must be times when shock-tactics will be 
adopted—especially, as the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean reminds me, against bad mounted 
infantry. It would be the delight of 
foreign officers to find opposed to them 
inefficient cavalry and mounted infantry, 
because highly trained cavalry in small 
numbers could sweep away any number 
of semi-trained troops. A cavalry man 
only partly trained is worse than useless. 

Cheap labour is bad labour, whether 
it applies to the factory, the mine, or 


soldiering. The man who is underpaid 
is not the best class of man. Those 


who obtain high wages in the labour 
market will, as a rule, make the best 
soldiers. If you do not offer sufficient 
incentives to the better class of men 
to join, your force will necessarily be 
composed of men whom it will be practi- 
cally impossible to train. The men will 
be} practically of the same type 
now join the Volunteers. How long are 
they likely to remain? A Volunteer 
enlists at the age of sixteen or seventeen 
years, and generally serves three or fou 
years. If that is applied to the Yeomanry, 
seeing that the amount of work to be put 
upon them is far larger than in the case 
of the Volunteers, it is certain that the 
men will not remain in the force for 
more than four or five years. That, 
again, will lead to our having an incom- 
petent force. I do not share the view 
of the hon. Member who thought the 
Government would not be able to obtain 
the horses. In my opinion the horses 
will be forthcoming, but the requisite 
eare of them will be lacking. With 
reference to Clause 2 of the Bill, I ask 
whether the Government still seriously 
think that they will obtain the right 
-elass of men for this work if they are to be 
employed for only three months in the 
year, and have to provide for themselves 


as 
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during the remaining nine months? 
There are very few men in the country 
who could enlist under such condition s 
I may be told that the intention is to 
raise this large force for home defence 
with a view to obtaining from it a force 
of 5,000 or 6,000 men of the right class 
to send abroad in case of necessity. That 
may be feasible, but it will be at an 
enormous cost to the country. The 
suggestion of a few battalions of highly 
trained mounted infantry which could be 
used as a school for other mounted 
infantry would give much better value 
for the money. As to employing any 
of these mounted men in this country, 
the idea is preposterous. There is no 
country on the face of the earth less 
suitable for the operations of cavalry. 
A cavalryman would be confined abso- 
lutely to the roads, and the best horseman 
mounted on the finest weight-carrying 
hunter, if sent to carry despatches or to 
scout between two points ten miles 
apart, would be beaten. easily by any 
ordinary cyclist. If the Government 
want a force for the purposes of scouting 
in this country, let them provide a force 
of cyclists, who would be far more valu- 
able in that direction, and a compara- 
tivly small force of mounted infantry, 
trained by highly competent officers, 
and they will be doing much _ better 
for the country. 

As to musketry, what can these new 
levies learn about musketry in fourteen 
or eighteen days? They would have to 
spend a vast amount of time on the rifle 
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ranges. Is it to be supposed that you 
will get 35,000 men, accustomed to 


horseflesh, who are prepared to give these 
fourteen or eighteen days, and who in 
addition would have to spend a large 
amount of time in acquiring that know- 
ledge of musketry which is essential if 
they are to be of any value as mounted 
infantry ? I think not. The right hon. 
Gentleman boasted that he obtained 
15,000 Yeomanry. He obtained 15,000 
men whom he was pleased to call Yeo- 
manry, but who, for the most part, were 
I will not say the sweepings of London, 
but men drawn from all sorts of classes, 
and with reference to whom I have had 
all sorts of reports. We hear by every 
mail that they are worse than useless, 
although they have been trained for six 
months in the face of the enemy. It 
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may be all very well to train these men| what Napoleon said when he called 
in the face of the enemy when they are | England a nation of shopkeepers. The 
in a country half as large as Europe, and | criticisms which had been made were 
opposed by only 13,000 or 15,000 men, | too ridiculous and absurd to need a reply 
but if men of that quality were put in| from the Secretary of State for War, and 
the field against a European force they | they were too absurd to occupy the time 
would very soon be swept away. The) of the House. A second Bill had been 
right hon. Gentleman said he could have ' substituted for a Bill previously issued, 
obtained another 15,000 men. It is a/ and he presumed that they were now 
great pity he did not do so, and send them dealing with the second Bill. To with- 
to Aldershot to be trained, so that he | draw one Bill and substitute another on 
could have picked out a certain number | an important matter of this kind after 
when they had reached a certain state only a few weeks consideration pointed 
of efficiency and sent them to South to great carelessness in the War Office. 
Africa. With reference to the schools, | The difference between these two Bills 
in my opinion it would be far better, | was that the War Office in the first Bill 
instead of spending £300,000 in keeping appeared to be in doubt whether the 
upa force which will be neither fish, flesh, | officers of the Yeomanry would be in- 
fowl, nor good red herring, to devote cluded. 

the money to forming a school at Alder- 


shot where you could teach the duties : — : . i : 
. late“ ca THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
of mounted rifles to the most suitable | 4, as? ane 
; Act see : WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
men in the different infantry battalions |, ~ Be =f 
ae F gn ford): The draughtsman was under the 
until you had by degrees raised a force | . P d ‘ i 
ee a oo swag . impression that the first Bill would in- 
which would be of some definite value in : ; 
speedy cand fag : clude the officers, but this was found 
any war in which you might be engaged 
ae : is z not to be the case. 
outside this country. I have no desire 
to oppose the Bill, because I know it has j ; 
for its object the making of what I may Mr. O'MARA said that every man in 
call a gallant attempt to do something the street knew that officers did not 
to remedy the wretched state in which enlist. The Yeomanry recently recruited 
our forces are. But in my belief, if the would be perfectly useless as a military 
right hon. Gentleman succeeds in raising force. The fact that officers were omitted 
this force, he will raise a nondescript from the first Bill, and only by an after- 
and costly foree, thereby defeating the thought included in the second Bill, 
object we have in view—namely, the | showed the state of chaos the War Office 
reform of the Army on the basis of giving had got into. To his mind, it was an 
the people of this country value for their example of the slipshod manner in 
money. which the business of the country was 
being done. The Estimates had been 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said that | Presented in the same way. 
the criticisms which had been made in | 
. . ! 
the course of this debate—— | *Mr. SPEAKER: That has nothing 
to do with the Bill before the House. 








Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
resent— 


Mr. O'MARA: Yes, Sir, but it has to 
do with the manner in which the War 
Office has presented the Bill. 


Mr. O'MARA (continuing) said the 
(overnment did not need so many Yeo- 
nanry, because they were simply for 
scouting, and when an enemy invaded : : . 
this country scouting would not be neces-| Mr. O’MARA said he did not want to 
ary, The criticisms which had been| wander from the point. T his was only 
passed by experts in that House upon | an example of the way in which the pre- 
this measure confirmed the truth of|sent Government had anticipated Bills 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It has nothing to 
do with the Bill. 
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that were to come before Parliament. In 
the Edueation Vote-—-— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The) 


hon. Member must have some regard to 
the Bill before the House. 


Mr. O'MARA said he wished to point 
out that the Government had antici- 
pated this Bill. It was the outcome of 
the Army reorganisation scheme, about 
which a great furore had been raised. 
They were told during the General 
Election that if the present Government 
were returned to office they would imme- 
diately set about the reorgunising of the 
Army, but so far as he could see, this Bill 
had been absolutely the sole outcome of 
the energy and the sublime genius of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. In the 
resolution brought before the House at 
an earlier part of the session it was pro- 
posed that the establishment of the Yeo- 
manry should be raised to 35,000, and 
that they should be apportioned to three 
army corps which were part of the Army 
reorganisation scheme. It was a well- 
known fact that before the war broke 
out the Yeomanry nearly amounted to 
the nominal strength of the establish- 
ment. He submitted that if the Army 
was to be continued on the voluntary 
system, increased inducements should 
have been offered to the Yeomanry to 
enlist in larger numbers. Instead of 
bringing in a Bill with that object, the 
right hon. Gentleman introduced a 
measure which took away certain dis- 
tinct advantages the Yeomanry at pre- 
sent possessed. The Bill proposed to 
make it compulsory for the men to 
spend between fourteen and eighteen 
days under canvas every year. If they 
made the Militia laws applicable to the 
Yeomanry, they would certainly inter- 
fere with the recruiting of the Yeomanry 
when the war was over. The right hon. 
Gentleman could never hope to recruit 
35,000 men under the voluntary system 
when the war fever'died down. A great 
wave of patriotic fervour and foolishness 
had passed over the country, and, in his 
opinion, a number of foolish men had en- 
listed in the Yeomanry and gone to South 
Afriea. He had carefully read 
accounts in regard to that body. 
Yeomanry, especially the later contin- 


Mr. O’ Mara, 


military force. It 
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gents, collected from the slums of the 
large cities, were perfectly useless as a 
was stated in this 
House that three to six months active 
warfare had not been sufficient to turn 
these men into soldiers. There had been 


constant examples of the Yeomanry sur- 


rendering. Everybody in the House 
knew what an utterly useless and hum- 
bugging force this was, and it was pro- 
posed to spend more money giving them 
more training. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot discuss the action of the Yeomanry 
in South Africa. 


Mr. O'MARA said he would pass 
away from that subject with the remark 
that if three to six months service did 
not make them capable soldiers, he 
did not think the fourteen days train- 
ing proposed by the Bill would do it. 
It was proposed that the Bill should 
come into operation immediately after 
Ist August. Those who enlisted in 
the Yeomanry after that date would 
not know that there had been a change 
in the law, and they would suddenly 
find that the conditions of enlistment 
were different from those which they 
expected. Before the stringent regula- 
tions proposed were put in force a 
notice should be put in the papers, and 
the public should be informed that the 
Yeomanry would no longer be a purely 
volunteer body. He would do his best 
to prevent the Bill passing into law, 
unless some provision was made for 


‘giving due notice to all classes of people 


the | 
The 


who would come under it that the 
changes in the conditions of service had 
taken place. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Those who have 
listened to the hon. Member for South 
Kilkenny will see that his speech needs 
no reply from me. Members in that 
part of the House usually address the 
House with great point and humour 
on the subjects which they understand, 
but the hon. Member has chosen a 
field which he obviously does not under- 
stand, and has spoken of a Bill which 


he has not even taken the pains to | 


master. I deeply regret that he has 
made an attack on the Yeomanry In 
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South Africa, which is absolutely un-| South Africa, that, given good officers 
called for,and consists only in his own and men trained to ride and shoot, a 
imagination. Having said that, I dismiss very short training makes them a very 
the speech, which differs from other | useful body of men. ‘That is what weaim 
speeches in that it has not a practical at in regard to this body of Yeomanry, 
character, and was not calculated in| whom we ask the authority of the House 
any way to influence the judgment of to place under the Army Act. That 


the House. will force the men to come out for the 
period of training they have undertaken 
Mr. O'MARA: Mr. Speaker |to go through. We want them trained 


| as long as they are to be trained, because 


va that is the amount of training which 

Mr. peitoag oat go greg the opinion of the Commander-in- 
a Sie bent Bet scales Cae thine Chief will make them an effective force 
8 ; es wien Aave | for the work they hav ‘ i 
been made, I think the right hon. Gentle- | ee ee ee 


time when we have a great strain upon 
man the Member for Forest of Dean 4s for South Africa, it isa very encourag- 
and one or two others painted the! 


: i ing feature to find that every week brings 
picture a little too black. The pro-| 8 y pes 


a : us a fresh regiment of Yeomanry, and 
positions of the Bill are twofold. In|] am quite acl that those who have 
the first place, we desire to bring the! seen the Yeomanry who are now being 
new Yeomanry under the Army Act. | formed, and who will be trained shortly, 
Lord Roberts believes in the Auxiliary | yi) think that Parliament has not 
forces. Although we must insist on spent money badly in making so valuable 
such an amount of training as will jy acquisition to our defensive forces. 
make them fit for the work they have |] should be out of order if I went into 
to perform, still to ask men to come up the question at this moment, but we 
for a third week when employers can should not blind ourselves to the necessity 


9 pe - allow head hel 'S 2 of having a sufticient Regular mounted 
omen’ Wien vo may Nov ind Iv easy | infantry. I am fully alive to the point 


~~ tery oe plate | a Way raised by the right hon. Gentleman the 
we are prepared to meet the require-| Member for Forest of Dean in this 


een ot ee sa = ~ age 1 Tesbect although I must take leave to 
‘ Ss 71¢ce. or ‘ “ n: 
aap cages + oglnw® watheisate great deal) sy that his speeches have one great 


has been said with regard to the fact | note of similarity in them—that he in- 
that this is the only proposal the Govern- variably begins to complain of the ex- 
ment has made for meeting the lack of pense which we incur, and ends by 
cavalry with our Auxiliary forces in proposing that we should have a much 
this country. It is an entire mistake to | larger body of Regular forces. We 
suppose that if three Army corps leave | cannot in this country expect to keep 
this country fully equipped with cavalry | the enormous body of Regular mounted 
brigades we should have entirely to | troops which are necessary to provide 
tely on the Yeomanry for the cavalry | mounted forces for all our Auxiliary 
of the remaining corps. We keep two | forces. We must rely to a considerable 
cavalry brigades in England, and -Y extent on Auxiliary mounted forces. 
shall have this very large body of Yeo- | This is the principle which has been laid 
manty in addition to all the _Teserve | down in the Estimates of the year. That 
squadrons of the cavalry which has| a}eo is the principle which we ask Parlia- 
oo I would beg the House to! ment to support by giving us the power 
notice this, that although there is no|+, see that the men who have under- 


aia tg page | aie to train shall do so under the 
the trained cavalry soldier and the Ree < e riigpc d a Then oe 

gl om bese d the Y, | word as to the Militia artillery. We have 
no Fs Pe tea n re ang lasked for power to train the Militia 
still I accept fully what has fallen | Tt “9 5, Hoe —— ae pe 
from my hon. friend the Member | Militia battery of field artillery makes 
for Birkenhead, who has seen service in| it unnecessary to keep a battery of 
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Regular artillery at home. We have— 
and I give full credit to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Forest 
of Dean for the persistency with which 
he has urged the necessity of increasing 
the artillery—raised a very large number 
of batteries of Regular artillery in the 
last two years, but to complete the six 
army corps we are obliged to add a 
certain number of Volunteer and Militia 
artillery. The experience of our in- 
specting officers in regard to the experi- 
ments already made has been that in 
the case of those batteries that have 
heen tried of Militia artillery, excellent 
results have been obtained. Of course, 
during the present year we are able to 
embody Militia artillery for such a period 


as is required, because the Militia is | 


embodied. In a subsequent year we 
could not keep them out beyond fifty-six 
days without the special authority of 
Parliament. Wedo not propose to bring 
any man under this liability who has 
not voluntarily undertaken it. It may 
be that we shall have in some way to 
offer special terms to those who do under- 


take it, but we mean to have field artillery | 


somehow, and we believe that the Militia 
affords the best means of getting it, 
except in the case of some isolated bat- 
teries of Volunteers. I ask the House 
to give us the Second Reading of this 
Bill, which is a modest measure, which 
asks no one to undertake anything unless 
he desires to do so, but gives you facilities 
for the training of men which the Com- 
mander-in-Chief considers necessary, and 
which carries out the wish of this House 
that we should, so long as we ean, avoid 
resorting to compulsion for the defence 
of this country, and which at the same 
time endeavours to give us forces that 
will be efficient ; and I ask the House not 
to nullify the Votes which it has given 
previously for defensive purposes by 
depriving us of the strength in the arms 
of artillery and cavalry of which we have 


need. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said there were one 
or two points he would like to know 
about. There were, no doubt, good 
points in the Bill, and they thoroughly 
recognised the efforts made to provide 
artillery and cavalry for the Auxiliary 

Mr. Brodrick, 





{COMMONS} 
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forces, which had never been made up 
to the present time. With regard to the 
use of the word “Imperial,” he would like 
to add his voice to those of the gentlemen 
who had already spoken, and to say that 
it should not be given to any corps whose 
services are restricted to the British Isles. 
There was no doubt that the Yeomanry 
and Militia were restricted to the British 
Isles if-they did not volunteer for service 
abroad. He had always thought that 
we should have done better if one battery 
where there were four batteries had been 
enlisted for Imperial service—in other 
words, service anywhere within the Im- 

| perial dominions of the King. It would 
have saved an immense deal of money 

and an immense deal of trouble on the 
outbreak of war. He hoped that next 
year a Bill would be introduced to allow 
special corps of Yeomanry and Militia 
to be recruited which might be ordered 
abroad on the outbreak of war. He was 
sorry that such a provision was not in 
this Bill. It had been said that scouting 
was easier to learn than barrack square 

‘drill. That was a mistake ; it was infi- 
nitely more difficult to learn, as had been 
shown in South Africa; and if the 
cavalry had devoted more time to that 
kind of work and less to barrack square 
drill they would have been much more 
efficient. It was quite true that the 
Yeomanry corps, in spite of their deficient 
training, had done splendid escort work. 
But it must be remembered that our 
troops in South Africa had never had 
regular cavalry against them. Though 
the Boers were very good mounted in- 
fantry, it would have been very much 
worse for our troops had they had regular 
cavalry. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman in raising the Yeomanry 
would not take officers and men from 
the Militia, where they were too scarce at 
present, and that a little more would be 

'done to encourage the Militia than had 
been done in the past. 


Mr. YOUNGER (Lincolnshire, Stam- 
ford) said he wanted to say a few words 
on that part of the Bill which dealt with 
‘the time of the Yeomanry training. 
|Last year when he was out training 
there were hard and fast regulations in 
regard ¥to periods of leave. That had 
| proved rather a drawback in many cases, 
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and he would press on the right hon. | Government, it was not exactly creditable 
Gentleman to grant a little more elas-| to the members of the Government to 
ticity to commanding and squadron | dismiss their comments in the way the 
officers in granting leave, which was a| Secretary for War had done. Such 
matter of great importance to their very | tactics on the part of the right hon. Gen- 


{22 Jury 1901} 














best men. They were as a rule large 
farmers, they had weekly bills to pay, | 
and it was absolutely necessary for’! 
them to have the privilege to go home | 
at the end of the week, to look after their | 
business, and to pay their men. These | 
were the men they were anxious to keep | 
in the regiment, but they would find it | 
difficult to do so unless they had such | 
leave. He was sure that the discretion | 
of the commanding and squadron officers | 
in regard to leave would not be abused. | 
His experience of the Yeomanry was | 
that they could not do more than four- | 
teen days training. In his own squadron | 
he had men who lived in towns, clerks 
and shop assistants, who could not  pos- | 
sibly get away for more than fourteen | 
days. In fact, that was the whole of | 
their holiday, and it was to their credit | 
that they devoted the whole of their 
holiday to acquiring military training. 
All were agreed that it was most essen- | 
tial that the Yeomanry officers should | 
know their duties, and whatever facilities 
the Government could give to these | 
Yeomanry officers to acquire more know- | 
ledge would be very much welcomed. | 
He understood that it was the intention | 
to re-open the old schools of instruction, | 
but he thought greater facilities should | 
be given to the Yeomanry officers to 
attend the autumn manceuvres, which | 
would be a great advantage to them. | 
As a matter of fact, the Yeomanry officer | 
had quite as much to learn as a Regular 
cavalry officer. Some recognition should ; 
be given to those who showed special | 
aptitude for their work, or who passed | 
a certain standard of efficiency. | 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.)| 


'an Irish 


tleman, he could assure him, did not tend 
to shut their mouths. They did not care 
a pin whether the right hon. Gentleman 
was pleased with their comments or not, 
but they intended to express them all the 
same. He presumed that this Bill was 
introduced by the Government as one 
part of theirgreat scheme of Armyreform. 
This had been a war session in every 
sense of the word. They had had dis- 
cussions on all the phases of the war, and 
they had had promises of the most elabo- 
rate character as to the complete reform 
of the Army service, and the complete 
clearing out of the War Office. Was it 
in fulfilment of these promises that the 
right hon. Gentleman had brought 
forward this modest Bill? The parent 
of a measure was always anxious to 
describe it in the best way he could for 
the consideration of the House, but as 
Member there were certain 
features of this Bill in regard to which 
they were entitled to express their 
opinion, and to criticise the effects of the 
measure on the country which they 
represented. He did not propose to go into 
the question of the Yeomanry, although 
the English Yeomanry were identified 
with the very worst forms of oppression 
in Ireland, and their name was detested 
by the Irish people to this day, since they 
were used to scourge the Irish people in 
1798. He was glad to know that the 
Yeomanry corps were not to be extended 
to Ireland. The only so-called Yeomanry 
which had been sent out from their 
country to South Africa had _ been 
gathered together by Lord Longford, and 
they had distinguished themselves by the 
most disgraceful proceedings. What he 
was concerned about in this Bill was the 


said that to propose to grant leave to second clause, which proposed to extend 
officers and men to attend to their private from the lst August in the present year 


business was a rather inconsistent way | 
of setting up a grand new force for the 
defence of the country. The Irish repre- 
sentatives were quite as much entitled 
to express their opinion on the proposals 


the period of Militia artillery training to a 
period not exceeding eighty-four days. 
He was no admirer of the Militia system 
in Ireland. He thought it was a vicious 
system. 


It took the Irish agricultural 


of the Government as any other section | labourers away from their work into 
of the House, and when they did so, even | ©24Mps, some to the Curragh, some to 
although their opinions might not be | county Kerry, and some to county Done- 
palatable to the representatives of the! gal, where neither their capabilities for 
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work nor their moral and physical train- 
ing was improved. These men were, for 
the most part, uneducated agricultural 
labourers, who did not know the con- 
ditions of their enlistment, and they were 
no great credit to their country; but 
the effects of the system were to de- 
teriorate them, and they returned to 
their homes worse men than when they 
went away, even only after twenty-eight 
days training. For that reason he ob- 
jected very strongly to increasing the 
period of training. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman had dealt at considerable length 
with the voluntary system of enlistment 
in the Army, and said that as long as this 
country confined itself to the voluntary 
system, some such steps as were proposed 
by the Bill would have to be given effect 
to. That might be true, and if he would 
confine the operation of the Bill to Eng- 
land and Scotland, and exclude Ireland 
from iis scope, and also exclude Ireland 
from paying any portion of the cost, then 
the criticism of the Irish Members would 
not be as pointed as the right hon. Gen- 
tleman might find it to be during the 
course of the passage of the Bill. The 
Militia system, they contended, was 
unfair in two ways; it took the men 
away from their natural occupations— 
und he was glad to know that they got 
fewer and fewer every year—and it sent 
them back to their homes worse men 
than when they went away to camp. If 
this was part of the great scheme of Army 
reform, which had been introduced with 
so many grandiloquent phrases, it illus- 
trated the truth of the old Latin fable, 
Parturiunt montes, nascitur ridiculus mus 
—the mountain laboured, and there came 
forth a little mouse! The Government 
had startled the whole country with their 
glowing periods as to the way they were 
going to reform the Army system, and 
here was a miserable little attempt at the 
fag end of the session which had nothing 
to commend it to the sensible views of the 
House of Commons, except the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War, in his anxiety to give 
some apparent effect to his promises, had 
produced a Bill which would not accom- 
plish that which he desired, but only still 
further prove that the management of the 
War Office and of the Army was, as at 
present constituted, a huge and screaming 
farce. 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. ° 
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*CoLoNEL LEGGE (St. George's, 


Hanover Square) said that although 
this was a very short, it was a very im- 
portant Bill, because it changed the 
whole status of the Yeomanry. Hitherto 
the Yeomanry were enlisted under the 


Act of George III. for a period of three: 


years. But they were now to be brought. 
under the Militia Act of 1882. The 
terms of service would be the same as 
that of the Militia—namely, six years— 
with two modifications. The first was 
that whereas the preliminary training 
of the Militia recruits was for a period 
of six months, that provision was not to 
apply to the Yeomanry. The second 
modification was that the period of 
annual training of the Yeomanry was to 
be for not less than fourteen days and 
not more than eighteen days. Practi- 
cally, in fact, the Yeomanry would be 
mounted Militia. He had had consider- 
able experience in the training of both 
infantry and cavalry officers and men, 
and knew very well that it took very 
much longer to make a cavalry soldier 
than an infantry soldier, yet in the Bill 
it was proposed that Yeomanry, or 
mounted Militia, were to receive no 
preliminary training whatever, and 
only from fourteen to eighteen days 
annual training, while a good many 
Yeomanry officers said that that 
was more time than the men could 
give. He wished that the Secre- 
tary of State for War would explain how 
he proposed to render these mounted 
men efficient with such a limited amount 
of training. It would take the Yeo- 
manry twenty-six years to get the same 
amount of training as the Militia received 
in six years. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said that, speaking from thirty-five 
years experience of the Yeomanry, he 
thought that it was possible to make a 
cavalry soldier with fourteen days annual 
training. It was an undoubted fact that 
officers of the Regular Army, from the 
Commander-in-Chief downwards, came 
down to see the Cheshire Yeomanry, and 
without exception they expressed an 
unqualified approval of that corps and 
their astonishment at the efficiency 
which had been attained in the limited 
time of training. It was to be remem-- 
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bered that the greater proportion of the 
Yeomanry came out year after year, and 
although they did not always commence 
their week's training at the same point, 
their intelligence and enthusiasm pro- 
duced extraordinary results. Their 
riding was first class, their shooting at 
all points good, and they formed an 
efficient force, available for regular duty 
when called upon. Inasmuch as under the 
proposed regulations they should have at 
least fourteen days in camp, he had a 
still better opinion of what the efficiency of 
the force would be. Experience of the last 
two years out in camp, with their horses 
picketed in wild, open country, instead 
of in the county town, which gave them 
admirable opportunities for learning 
outpost duty and reconnaisance, con- 
vinced him that the system proposed by 
the Bill, if carried out and adhered to, 
would achieve the most satisfactory 
results. He could not agree with the 
hon. Member for Lincoln, that any relaxa- 
tion in the matter of leave should be 
given in time of training. It was the 
looseness of the training and the ease 
with which farmers got away on leave 
which had been one of the direct draw- 
backs to efficiency in the past, and made 
them to some extent only a force on. 
paper. This Bill would bring every man | 
under the same strict regulations in the 
future. It might increase the difficulty 
of obtaining recruits, but it would make 
them a real force. 


*GeneraL LAURIE (Pembroke and | 
Haverfordwest): This Bill practically re- | 
models one branch of our forces, and | 
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‘laid down. I cannot help thinking that 
that number is either too small or too 
great ; it will not be a success with horses 
hired haphazard. Our experience was 
that where a man brought in his horses, 
which he knew he could drive and formed 
with two comrades a gun team, they 
worked together very soon. But I am 


satisfied that the average artillery officer 


will tell you that you cannot get three 
men picked haphazard and six horses 
and make them into a gun team in eighty- 
four days. On the other hand, the Cana- 
dian artillery went into camp for sixteen 
days, and at the end of that time were 
able to do their work. They might not 
of course have been fit for the Horse 
Guards parade, but they were fit for 
practical work. Who relieved Maie- 
king ? Three batteries of the Canadian 
artillery were among the leading troops 
into Mafeking, and were found most 
efficient. If a man brings in his 
own horses he will not take eighty-four 
days to learn the work ; if he does not 
bring in his own horses he cannot become 
efficient in that time. Non-commissioned 
officers No. 1 of guns require a longer 
training, anda much shorter training will 
turn outa field gunner. I think it will be 
found necessary to differentiate, and give 
a certain proportion of the men a longer 
training than others ; to establish schools 
for non-commissioned officers, and to 
induce the men to bring their own horses. 
Our experience in Canada was that that 
was the way to obtain an effective Militia 
field artillery, and that is what is wanted. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim. 8S.) said that 


‘in. billets. 


:as soldiers on active service. 


cient when they were required. 





actually creates another. Years ago I | hon. Members opposite objected to Irish 
had considerable experience in doing | Members speaking on such a Bill, but 
practically the same work, namely, in | they did not object to making Ireland 
assisting in remodelling the cavalry of the | pay part of the expense. The hon. and 
Canadian Militia, and in the organising | gallant Gentleman described it as a Bill 
of the field batteries of that Militia for | to set up one branch of the service and to 
the first time. Our experience was that | do away with another. 

it was a great advantage to put the men | i 


into camp, where they could devote | *Gewerat LAURIE: To remodel one 
themselves to their work far better than | “Eat ppatas Toe organise sanhas 


We went even further, and 
the men in every way | 

There| Mr. TULLY said that that was not the 
were no marquees and no caterers, |impression which the hon. and gallant 
but ordinary military messing, and the | Gentleman’s statement conveyed to him. 
result was that the men were very effi-| The object of the Bill was to put the 
With | Yeomanry under the same conditions 
regard to artillery, eighty-four days are | as the Militia ; but if that were done they 


we treated 
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would neither have cavalry nor mounted 
infantry. In his opinion the 35,000 
men to be enrolled under the Bill at 5s. 
a day were simply 35,000 voters for the 
Tory party, and that being one of the 
objects of the Bill, he would oppose it as 
far as he could. The Secretary of State 
for War said that the Army should be 
composed of professional men, and that 
experts were what were required. 
The Boers were all experts with the rifle, 
and consequently a small army of 25,000 
men were able to hang up a British army 
of 300,000 men who were not experts. 
The right hon. Gentleman would not get 


an army of experts by enrolling tinselled , 


things like the Yeomanryand Volunteers. 
He was only creating new swarms of in- 
efficient men, after the manner of the 
Chinese, and when the time came to test 
them they would prove to be of no use. 
The motto of the Irish Yeomanry in 
Ireland was “ No surrender,” but in 
South Africa they changed it to “No 
surrender except to the Boers.’’ The 
Bill had not been justified by any argu- 
ment, he had heard from any of the 
military experts. It was quite ridiculous 
to imagine that by paying the Yeomanry 
5s. a day, and taking them out for a 
period of ten days every year, they could 
be converted into any kind of fighting 
material. The money would be simply 
wasted. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man opposite referred to the relief of | 
Mafeking. He thought that that had | 
been played out, and that nobody now 


believed in that bogus siege. and Barnum | 59. 


{COMMONS} 





business. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man asked the House to adopt the Bill 
on the ground that the Canadian Militia 
helped to relieve Mafeking. He thought 
that was drawing too much on the credu- 
lity of hon. Members. Another point was 
that Yeomanry were not permitted in 
Ireland, although he was not very 
anxious about that, but Nationalists 
would not be allowed to be trained to the 
use of the rifle. Of course the Solicitor 
General for England would not listen to 
any such suggestion as that. Volunteers 
would also not be permitted in Ireland, 
and the only privilege given to that 
country was the privilege of contributing 
to the expense. He thought that was a 


point which deserved consideration. If 
‘Ireland had to pay, it ought to receive 


some advantage; if Ireland received 
no advantage, why should Ireland pay ? 
An hon. Gentleman opposite described 
the wonderful Yeomanry to be set up 
under the Bill. as gentleman who went 
home for a week-end to pay their 
labourers. That to his mind was merely 
pic-nicing and going on a kind of 
“beano.” If English farmers were to 
have “beanos” he thought England 
ought to pay for them. On_ those 
grounds he would oppose the Bill at 
every step. 


Question put. 


The House divided : Ayes, 222 ; Noes,. 


(Division List No. 347.) 


AYES 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asquith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond. Edward 

Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 


Mr. Tully. 


Brassey, Albert 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


| Bull, William James 


Bullard, Sir Harry 


| Butcher, John George 


Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


, Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 


' Crombie, John William 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley-- 
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' Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
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Dorington, Sir John Edward 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
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Dunn, Sir William 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
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Greene, SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Bell, Richard 
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Clancy, John Joseph 
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| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Long,RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 





M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
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| Richards, Henry Charles 
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Rigg, Richard | 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Duffy, William 3. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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| Ffrench, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
| Gilhooly, James 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
| Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(IsleofWight) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse, 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D.(Strand' 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnC.R. (Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv.) 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Uolonel C. E. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
White, Luke (York, E. R.' 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B..Stuart- 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Younger, William 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N-) 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
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| O’Dowd, John 
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O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [8th July], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
sald that there had been no attempt on 
the part of the Government to explain 
the Bill. 


protecting the public against the dis- 
charge of noxious gases from alkali works. 
In 1874 the law was extended to addi- 
tional works. In 1878 the matter was 
the subject of a Royal Commission, and in 
1881, on the Report of that Commission, 
an Act was passed which practically the 
present Bill sought to amend. In 1892 
a number of additional works were put 
under the Act of 1881, and with the 
exception of the Act of 1892, the Act of 
1881 remained without alteration. The 
present Bill sought to amend the law in 
some very important particulars, and he 
noticed that it was very peculiar in its 
construction. It was drafted in a most 
unusual and most unbusinesslike fashion. 
It sought in one clause to amend four 


to Part 2 of the Act. 
practical method of dealing with the 
matter. There was no reason whatever 
why each section should not be amended 
separately, and the Government had 
introduced a certain amount of confusion, 
because they thought they could get a 
single clause Bill more quickly through 
the House. He recognised at once the 
importance to the country of manufac- 
tures of this kind, even if they might 
give off obnoxious and offensive gases, | 


{COMMONS} 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJ ohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 


In 1863 Parliament for the, 
first time passed an Act with a view to| 
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Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tully, Jasper 

Whittaker, Thomas Palme, 
Young. Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien and Mr, 
William Abraham (Cork) 


because it was good that we should have 
varied employment for the working 
classes of this country ; but on the other 
hand, the State had its duty to perform 
towards the general public. He laid 
down the general principle that while the 
State should protect these manufactures 
so far as it was necessary to ensure the 


| working of a particular manufacture, 


yet on the other hand everything should 
be done that could be done consistently 
with commercial profit to protect the 
public from obnoxious or offensive fumes. 
The present Bill was to amend Clauses 
3 and 4 of the Act of 1881, and it further 
amended Clauses 8 and 9 of the same 
Act, which related to sulphuric acid 
works. With regard to alkali and other 
works embraced in Sectior 3 of the Act 
of 1881, the Bill did not in any way alter 
Sub-section A of that section, but when 
they came toSub-section 2, whichamends 
Sub-section 4 of the Act of 188], 
muriatic acid was mentioned for the first 
time. The Bill did not really intend to 
make any change in the existing law with 
regard to the escape of muriatic acid into 
the atmosphere, and the introduction of 
Sub-section 2 in the clause of the Bill did 
not, so far as muriatic acid was concerned, 
inflict any hardship whatever upon the 
trade. The amount of condensation 
by statute was fixed at 95 per cent., but 
if they looked into the reports of the 


local inspectors they would find that the 
different sections of the Act of 1881, | 
two of which related to Part 1 and two. 
That was not a/ 


average condensation was only 90°53, 
so that the requirement of the Act was 
by no means a stringent requirement, 
as the working of the Act for the 
last twenty years had shown. As 
regarded the amount of muriatic acid 


which escaped in the coal and other 


gases, the amount was fixed by the 
statute at one-fifth part of a grain, 
but the average as shown by the in- 
spectors’ reports was one-fourth below 
the statutory limit. From that it would 
appear that the statutory limit which 
was introduced into the Act of 1874, and 
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retained in the Act of 1881, and which | gas escapes, the standard fixed in 1874 
it was not now proposed to alter by| was necessarily a low one, and experi- 
this Bill, was an exceedingly low one, | ence had shown that it did not interfere 
and he suggested that advantage should|in any way with the manufacture. 
be taken of this amendment of the law | He submitted that that standard could 
in order to raise the limit, for this reason, | be very well raised with benefit to the 
that when Parliament introduced re-| public; that was a point he thought he 
strictions in the process of manufacture | was entitled to bring before the President 
it necessarily took a low average, but} of the Local Government Board. [Loud 
as the work of manufacture went on, |laughter.] If hon. Gentlemen opposite 
it was generally shown that the limit | took the same interest in this matter as 
stated in the Act might be considerably | he did, and endeavoured to master the 
raised. provisions of this Bill, he did not think 

With regard to breaches of the Act,|they would see so much to laugh at. 
it would be generally found that any | There was this point also to be considered. 
breach which arose was entirely due | Sulphuric acid did not diffuse, it was 
to preventable causes; it was simply | carried out of the chimney and fell 
a question of carrying on the process down in a solid form, and was not in 
of manufacture with a proper amount of any way modified. He was surprised 
plant, and keeping that plant in proper | that the President of the Board of Trade 
order. With regard to muriatic acid, | had not taken a little bolder course in 
four serious difficulties had arisen. | attempting to amend Section 4 of the Act. 
{Laughter.] Hon. Members laughed, but | He had only amended it in a few un- 
if they lived in localities where these important particulars, so much so, that 
noxious fumes were escaping they would the Alkali manufacturers did not regard 
find that this subject affected a great it as any restriction at all, because by 
many more people than they imagined. the provisions of the Bill they could 
Under Sub-section B, Section 3, of the not be proceeded against, unless they 
Act of 1881, which it was proposed to had first of all violated Section 3 of the 
amend, the test was the escape of the Act. He thought that, so far as legisla- 
acid gas into the atmosphere; the Bill tion had hitherto been concerned, there 
proposed to make a new test. He would had been great consideration shown 
like the President of the Local Govern-| by Parliament towards the owners of 
ment‘Board to say what benefit the people these works. Only provisions had been 
were supposed to receive from the pro-| enacted with which in practice there 
posed change in the law. Theoretically | was not the smallest difficulty in com- 
it might be said that the Bill was an/ plying. Any breach of the law which 
improvement of the law in the public! had occurred had been owing entirely 
interest, in the respect that, when! to the misuse of machinery, or the use 
residual gases were tested before their of inadequate machinery. The inspec- 
admixture with other gases, the test tors had the most ample powers vested 
was more severe than if made in them, and those powers had not been 
after those residual gases had escaped increased under this Bill; the inspectors 
into the atmosphere. But there were | were, in fact, held down by this Bill, 
other ‘eseapes from these factories. In| because if an escape did not exceed the 
the process of the manufacture of sul-| statutory limit the inspector had no 
phurie acid there was the escape of coal power tointerfere. Such was the nature 
gas. The law at present made no ofthis Bill. He understood that the right 
restriction with regard to that, but the hon. Gentleman had had several conver- 
sulphur in the coal going up the chimney | sations with the alkali manufacturers, 
and mixing with the other acid gases|and had come to some arrangement 
produced sulphuric acid, and it was a| with them, which was not embodied 
well-known fact that sulphuric acid) in the Bill as printed, and he con- 
produced in that way might be carried | sidered it very hard that the House 
considerable distances from the works, | should be forced to consent to the Second 
according to the currents of air it met, | Reading of the Bill without some ex- 
and that fact was not taken into account | planation being given as to what the 
at all. With regard to sulphuric acid | Amendments were which the right hon. 
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Gentleman had arranged to bring in.| ber had not risen any great misfortune 
Amendments of that kind ought to be! would have occurred. On the evening 
explained to the House at an earlier} in question I was just outside, and if all 
period. The right hon. Gentleman|the hon. Gentleman desired had been 
thought that if he consulted the manu- | an explanation oi the views of the Govern- 
facturers he would get his Bill through ment he could have obtained that infor- 
very much more easily than otherwise, | mation when the Bill was first brought 
but unless proper explanations were) on. I, however, accord him the fullest 
forthcoming the right hon. Gentleman | meed of praise for the length of time 
might find that exactly the opposite was | he has spent in descanting on the opera- 
the case. What was the use of inspectors tions of this very modest Bill. We 
reporting annoyances when there was) have had a very interesting dissertation 
no power to deal with them under the on the various processes affected by the 
present law, and when the President of | measure, and I am bound to say that, 
the Local Government Board did not pro- | having taken some trouble in the pre- 
vide any remedy for them in this Bill? paration of the Bill, and having seen 
It might be twenty years before another some of the great chemists of the country 
amending Act was passed, and he thought in connection with the matter, I had 
there was a great want of courage in the never realised until I heard the hon. 
right hon. Gentleman, when inspectors | Gentleman speak that so much could be 
were reporting nuisances at these works, | said on the different points of view 
which there was no power to remedy, from which the Bill could be approached. 
in not dealing with that matter. If I will tell the House exactly what the 
an amending Bill dealing with this, Bill proposes to do. We have heard a 
subject was to have been brought in at | great deal about standards, the process 
all it should have been of a comprehensive of manufacture, the escape of gases 
character. In any case, the House was into the atmosphere, the escape of gases 
entitled to know the terms of the com- from the flue connected with the process 
promise arrived at with the manu- of manufacture, and the chimney which 
facturers. It was not a proper way of conveys the gases into the atmosphere. 
doing business to bring on a Bill of this| This Bill proposes to do a very simple 
sort, affecting an important interest in thing. The hon. Member said that the 
the country, at a late period of the interests of the public are concerned. 
session, in the hope of rushing it through | Yes, they are, and the hon. Member may 
Just before twelve o’clock. | be surprised to learn that most of our 

| great corporations, many of our county 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL councils, and many of our urban sani- 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water tary authorities have memorialised the 
Lone, Bristol, S.): The hon. Member | Local Government Board that this Bill 


has found great fault with the Govern- should be passed into law as rapidly 
ment for not having explained the Bill | possible. So far, at all events, the hon. 
which is now under consideration. | Member is the only person, either inside 
The Government have had no oppor- | °T outside the House, as far as [ know, 
tunity of making any _ explanation. | who has offered any objection to this 
because the hon. Member has occupied | change in the law. In the Acts to which 
the whole of the time, not only to-night, | the hon. Member referred power 18 con- 
but also on the previous occasion when | ferred on the Local Government Board 
‘to deal with the subject of scheduled 
| manufactures, and hitherto the —, 
' ' ‘tors of the Department have interprete 
ee ene ae pS Gs SHAY SH | the law as senting them to test the gases 


right hon. Gentleman was not present | fet : , 
: |during the process of manufacture, 
when the Bill was called on. If he} ii P 


(Mr. Caldwell) had not then risen, the | instead of having to wait until the gases 


i a tl i ae t | escaped into the atmosphere. The 
acer mave gone Mirougiy Wrmou | damage, of course, is done to the public 
when the gases escape into the atmo- 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not| sphere, but there are some processes of 
quite certain that even if the hon. Mem-| manufacture which are not subject to 


Mr. Caldwell. 


the Bill came up for consideration. 
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limitation, and if gases from two different 
processes meet in the same flue or chim- 
ney it is obviously impossible for the 
inspector to tell whether the obnoxious 
gases arise from the process which is 
or from the process which is not under 
limitation. All that this Bill proposes 
to do is to legalise what the inspectors 
have hitherto regarded as being their 


right. They have hitherto tested the, 


gases at some point in the process of 
manufacture, but there was a doubt as to 
their power to do so, and on the question 
being referred to the Law Officers of the 
Crown, it was decided that their action 
was illegal. All the Bill seeks to do, 
therefore, is to enable the test to be made 
at such a point as will make it real and of 
some value. The hon. Gentleman sug- 
gests that there has been some unholy 
bargaining between the alkali manu- 
facturers and myself. There has been 
nothing of the kind. He complained 
that the Amendments have not been 
explained to the House. They have 
not been explained, because we have not 
yet reached the proper stage ; it is not 
usual to put down Amendments before a 
Bill has been read a second time. The 
Amendments have been arranged in the 
ordinary way. The alkali manufacturers 
and the manufacturers of sulphuric 
acid have been good enough to approach 
me in the ordinary way, to point out 
their difficulties, and to explain that if 
this treatment is to be applied to certain 
processes of manufacture it might result 
in the extinction of trade. The manu- 
facturers have been absolutely fair and 
most considerate in the way in which 
they approached me. The hon. Member 
for the Northwich Division of Cheshire 
acted on behalf of the alkali manutfac- 
turers, and the hon. Member for one of 
the Divisions of Glasgow acted on behalf 


of other people concerned. Their 
case has been very carefully 
examined, and we have arrived 


at Amendments which they believe will 
meet their case. What we propose to 
do is to put what is known as the Har- 
grave process and any new process to 
be hereafter discovered in the second | 
category ; that is to say, that the manu- | 
facturers using those processes should | 
be liable only to use the best practicable | 
means. For the rest, all that we do is } 
to empower the inspectors to apply their | 


22 JuLy 1901} 
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‘tests at the process of manufacture, 


instead of waiting until the gases escape 
into the atmosphere, and we do this not 
in the interests of the Department or 
of the inspectors, and certainly not from 
the curious motives which the hon. 
Member has suggested, but solely in 
the interests of the public health. It is 
part of the statutory duty of the in- 
spectors of my Department to see that 
the law is carried out, to see that manu- 
facturers who exceed the legal limit are 
checked, and the nuisance abated. This 
cannot be done unless this additional 
power is given. The change is a simple, 
but effective one, and I hope the House 
will agree to the Second Reading 
without unnecessary delay. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said it 
was evident from the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman that an arrangement 
had been come to between the alkali 
manufacturers and the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The _ hon. 
Gentleman suggests that an arrangement 
has been come to. He is entirely mis- 
taken. All that I have done is to adopt 
a course which is quite usual, though it 
may not be known to him. I have 
intimated that I am prepared to move, 
or to accept if they are moved from his 
own side of the House, certain Amend- 
ments which would carry out the objects 
I have distinctly explained to the House. 


Mr. O'MARA accepted the statemen 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Although 
the Bill sought to amend four sections 
of the Act of 1882 it was a one-clause 
Bill, and, notwithstanding the fact 
that it was supposed to have been con- 
sidered in the House of Lords, the 
whole discussion in that place extended 
to only twenty-two lines of Hansard. 
The Bill was a very important one. No 
doubt from the flues and chimneys of 
many manufacturers an immense amount 
of noxious gases had been issuing for 
twenty years past. The object of the 
Bill was a good one, but he could not 
agree with the method by which it was 
sought to be attained. The proper 
place to test the fumes was as they issued 
from the chimneys. When the gases. 
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issued from the process of manufacture | 


they were frequently mixed with smoke, 
or some other gas, which entirely | 
nullified the injurious effect, so that 
when they issued into the atmosphere 
the noxious gases were in such a state 
that no harm could possibly result. 
The manufacturers who had been so 
careful of the public health as to expend | 
large sums in the construction of plant 
for the purpose of so mixing the noxious 
gases ought not to be penalised in the | 
way suggested by this Bill. Sulphuric | 
acid had been treated in an extraordinary 
manner. It had been placed on quite 
a different basis from all other acids, 
and accorded markedly preferential treat- 
ment. His objection to the Bill was that 
it was an unnecessary interference with 
the trade of alkali manufacturers. It 
was important that the House should 
realise the importance of the trade 
concerned, because any interference with 
that trade would seriously affect the 
chemical trade of the country. From 
the port of London alone in 1896 the 
quantity of saltpetre exported was 
161,000 tons, and of other chemicals 
752,000 tons ; while in 1900—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
has nothing to do with the subject before 
the House. 


Mr. O’MARA said he was endeavour- 
ing to prove that the Bill would seriously 
affect this trade, but, in deference to the 
Speaker’s ruling, he would not further 
pursue that point. The power given to | 
the inspector under Section 3 was a 
grievous interference with the liberty of 
carrying on the manufacture in the 
best way. The Bill was a bad one, and 
he begged to move that it be read a 
second time this day three months. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) in seconding 
the motion said the right hon. Gentle- 
man had endeavoured to dissipate the 
objections brought forward by the hon. 


Member for Mid-Lanark, but he had} 


mot dealt with those objects in a suffi- 
ciently serious fashion. He was always | 
suspicious of such Bills as the present | 
when they came from Government | 
Departments. Such measures were al-| 
always organised by the officials, with the | 
<object of creating a new swarm of | 


Mr. O’ Mara. 


{COMMONS} 


necessary that 
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officials, so that they might have mora 
patronage at their disposal. One of the 
objects of the present Bill was to create 
another tribe of inspectors, and thus to 
provide more work in that direction. 
He thoroughly agreed that alkali works 
should he restrained from poisoning 
the atmosphere and the people, and if 
this Bill had been a thoroughly honest 
measure for that purpose he should 
‘have heartily supported it. But there 
'had been secret negotiations and _bar- 


gaining with certain hon. Members, 
and the House did not know what had 
been done in the dark. Moreover, 


although the Bill would primarily affect 


England, it had a certain bearing on 
Ireland, and the peculiar thing was 


that, while the Local Government Board 
in Ireland would initiate the prosecu- 
tions, the registration of firms would 
take place in England. Thus, while 
Ireland was saddled with the cost of 
the prosecutions, England, as_ usual, 
took care to grab the fees for registra- 
tion purposes. In Committee he should 
certainly move an Amendment to pro- 
vide that the fees should be returned 

Ireland for Irish purposes. It was 
some indication of the 
scope of the agreed Amendments should 
be given, because it generally happened 
that English manufacturers in matters 
of this sort endeavoured to get the best 
of the bargain. The Alkali Bill of 
twenty years ago was resisted by the 
Irish party, because they saw in it an 
indirect attack on an Iris industry. 
Twenty years ago the Irish party ob- 
tained certain terms in regard to this 
question from the Government, and why 
was that settlement now to be torn up! 
He had very great suspicion as to what 
the effect of the Amendments would be. 
If he were certain that they would have 
no harmful effect, that might regulate his 
opposition to the Bill. This was a 
measure which could not be rushed 
ithrough without discussion, and but for 
the speech made by the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark the House would not have 
known that so many trades were affected, 
|and they would not have heard of these 
secret agreements made with English 
'manufacturers. They might discover 
hereafter that the Amendments brought 
forward on behalf of the Government 


‘would have a very injurious effect upon 
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Irish industries. If the President of the 
Local Government Board would assure 
him that the Amendments would not be 
harmful to Ireland, he would take the 
right hon. Gentleman’s word for it. 
Unless they had some guarantee of this 
sort, and unless they were told that this 


{22 Jury 1901} 


1230: 


Bill of the kind ever introduced without . 
a previous friendly consultation with the 
trade, and I am glad to assure the 
House that, in my opinion, this will 
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be the last time that such a Bill will be 


was not an attempt to crush Irish in- | 


dustries, they would have to oppose the 
Second Reading of this Bill. He was in 
favour of the Bill so far as it dealt with 
poisoning from sulphuric acid in beer or 
in anything else. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. O’Mara.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Sirr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I regret that an engage- 
ment in another part of London has 
prevented me from attending this debate, 
which I hear has been a very instructive 
one. I can assure my hon. friends that 
the President of the Local Government 
Board has listened with the greatest 
consideration and patience to the explan- 
ations offered to him on behalf otf the 
alkali trade, which convinced him that 
the Bill as originally brought in would 
not meet the desires of those who are 
engaged in the trade. I can assure the 
House that the Bill in the shape in which 
I hope it will be in its final stage will do 
no harm to the alkali manufacturers 
either in Great Britain or Ireland. I 
believe the alkali manufacture is carried 
on in the same way in Ireland as in this 
country, and what satisfies English 
manufacturers will also satisfy the Irish 
manufacturers. If we go to a division 
upon this Bill, I shall support the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board. 
Of course we find fault with the cireum- 
stances under which this Bill has been 
introduced. For many years the alkali 
trade has been managed by men of very 
high scientific attainments, who have 
always treated the Government Depart- 
ment as a friend and not as an enemy, 
and the manufacturers have been met in 
exactly thesame spirit by the Department 
for the past forty years. This is the first 


‘ 
} 


introduced without previous consulta- 
tion with the trade. Above all things, 
there ought to be perfect frankness be- 
tween the Government and the trades 
affected. The interpretation introduced 
into the Factory Act some time ago 
affecting young persons employed in 
certain dangerous trades caused a good 


deal of unpleasantness, because it was 


introduced practically without the 
knowledge of the trade. I think it 
ought to be the very first principle in 
conducting the business of a Government 
Department to endeavour to preserve per- 
fect frankness between the Department 
and the trades affected. I tender my 
thanks to the right hon. Gentleman 
for his courtesy and consideration, and 
I hope the Bill as amended by “the 
dark and secret negotiations” will be 
perfectly satisfactory to all concerned. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : This 
is a small, useful, and necessary Bill, 
which, so far as it goes, has my cordial 
support. The speech of the hon. 
Baronet who has just sat down seems to 
me to indicate that this Bill will not go 
far enough. He has stated that the 
trade has hitherto been conducted by 
men of high scientific attainments. 
Judging by the appearance of some parts 
of the country around the factories 
carried on by these gentlemen of high 
scientific attainments, they do not seem 
to have shown that kindly consideration 
for their rural and agricultural neigh- 
bours which, in my opinion, men of high 


- scientific attainments ought to be capable 


of displaying ; and if this Bill induces 
these men to cultivate a more neigh- 
bourly spirit and develop some more 
generous regard for those less well 
situated than themselves in regard 
to this world’s goods, then this Bill 
will have gone a step in the right 
direction. The hon. Member who has 
just sat down stated that the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board had 
shown the greatest possible consideration 
for the trade. I would suggest that the 
right hon. Gentleman should not show 
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‘too great consideration for this particular 


trade. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have sur- 
rendered nothing in principle by the 
Amendments I have agreed to. 


“Ir. JOHN BURNS: What I am sug- 
gesting is that the right hon. Gentleman 
should stick to the Bill and nothing less 
‘than the Bill, and if he can get a little 
more than the Bill so much the better. 
In discussing this question with these 
men of high scientific attainments the 
right hon. Gentleman must see that their 
ingenuity does not induce him to whittle 
this Bill down too much. I prefer the 
simple general provisions of this Bill 
expressed in general language rather than 


{COMMONS} 
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| ments that there is plenty of scope for 
larger profits than they are now making, 
plenty of opportunities for them to 
protect the health of those engaged in 
those dangerous processes, and plenty of 
scope for them doing sdmething in the 
| interests of the general public who live in 
the neighbourhood of their works. | 
wish to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, under the 
alkali works included in this Bill, he will 
protect the House of Commons by adding 
Doulton’s factories, on the Lambeth side 
of the river Thames. This ought to be 
done in order to protect the health of 
members of the House of Commons, and 
also the health of the ladies who came to 
the House of Commons to take tea on the 
terrace in too large numbers—[Minis- 
terial cries of ‘No, no!” }+yes, in too 





‘the precise, not to say microscopic, terms | larg: numbers, and who are greatly 
which have been used by hon. Members | inconvenienced by the emission of 
to-night, and which they wish to force | noxious gases from over the road, and 
upon the Local Government Board. The | incidentally to save this splendid fabric of 
sub-section of the Bill provides that the|/the Houses of Parliament from being 
Local Government Board shall use the | slowly deteriorated, as it has been during 
best practical means of preventing the| the last twenty years, by the fumes and 
discharge into the atmosphere of noxious | gases from Doulton’s factories. If the 
gases. I prefer that to be expressed in the | right hon. Gentleman cannot include this 
general language of the Bill, for it will | factory, I trust that the head of Doulton’s 
enable the inspectors to generally super-| firm will read the report of my remarks, 
vise, and not be diverted off the track | which, I hope, will cause that firm volun- 
of general supervision by these micro- | tarily to set their house in order; or 
scopical differentiations which not even | perhaps the raising of this question will 
the hon. Members who have mentioned | induce the Commissioner of Police to see 
them understand. I have risen to ask/that both the smoke and the noxious 
the President of the Local Government! gases and fumes which come from 
Board to recognise that it is practically | Doulton’s factories will be dealt with in 





twenty years since we had an Amend- 
ment of the Act dealing with alkali works. 
During that time the most profitable 
works in this particular trade have begun 
to look upon some form of regulation and 
restriction as necessary in the interest 
of the public health, and as being perhaps 
the best incentive for putting thir 
works in order and for making handsome 
profits. Any Act of Parliament that 
compels chemical factories and works to 
cease to emit noxious fumes and gases 
from their chimneys will drive them 
ultimately to utilising what were for- 
merly considered to be waste products. 
I believe that the utilisation of these waste 
products by these men of high scientific 
attainments has made this industry much 
more profitable. I have risen to point 
out to the men of high scientific attain- 


Mr. John Burns. 


| the interests of the general public. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I wish to point out to the 
House that this Bill was introduced 
without our knowledge in the other 
House of Parliament. I make no objec- 
tion to that course. This Bill is intended 
to give the inspectors the opportunity of 
carrying out and enforcing regulations 
dealing with the noxious gases at their 
source. Up to the present the practice 
has been that these noxious gases and 
fumes have been allowed to pass into the 
common chimney, where they mix with 
other gases, and thereby escape the 
control of the inspectors. The President 
of the Local Government Board has 
insisted upon this principle, and he has 
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obtained the consent of those engaged | 
in the trade to this new principle. At the | 
same time the right hon. Gentleman | 
has recognised that it is not advisable to 
discourage in any way the adoption of | 
new processes. It is in the interest of the 
public and of the chemical trade as well | 
that no undue restrictions should be 
placed upon new processes. I hope that 
the House will not only pass the Second 
Reading to-night, but also that it will 
allow the Committee stage to pass | 
through. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick), 
in supporting the Bill, said he had been | 
requested to do so by the Royal 
College of Physicians in Dublin. He had 
also received several communications 
from working men in Dublin in support | 
of this Bill, and he had ris_n because he | 
understood that some of his colleagues 
had been opposing this measure. He 
believed that it was a good and useful 
Bill, which was calculated to preserve the 
health of those engaged in the alkali 
works. He could not see, however, why 
the fees paid in Ireland should go into the 
British Exchequer. He trusted that the 
President of the Local Government 
Board would appreciate the point he had 
brought forward in regard to the fees, 
for in this respect England appeared to 
him to get the money, while Ireland 
did the work. He hoped that the Second 
Reading of the Bill would be carried. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he wished to 
make it clear to the Government that 
they did not promote the progress of legis- 
lation by trying to rush measures 
through just before twelve o’clock with- 
out a word of explanation. The Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board had 
yet to get this Bill through the Com- 
mittee stage. With regard to the ordi- 
nary processes, they were still goi-g to 
keep the standard at four grains, and they 
were not going to allow any latitude at 
all. What did it matter what process it 
was if more than four grains of sulphuric | 
acid went up the chimney ? He approved 
of the Bill as far as it went, but it ought 
to go much further. He hoped his hon. | 
friends would not press their motion to a | 
division. 


Question put, and agreed to. | 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


LARCENY BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the Bill be now read the third time,” 
put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) [EXPENSES]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Stuart Wort ey (Sheffield, Hallam) 
in the Chair.] 


Question again proposed, “ That it is 
expedient to authorise the payment, out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of all expenses incurred by the Com- 
missioners of Works under any Act of 
the present session for the acquisition of 
certain land near the National Gallery 
in London, and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith.” —(Mr.Akers Douglas.) 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
objected to the passage of the resolution 
on the ground that there were in the 
South Kensington Museum a number 
of Irish gold ornaments, which the Irish 
Mem bers had on many occasions appealed 
to the Government to have removed to 


Dublin, 
THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 


order! The Bill is for the acquisition 
of certain land for the protection of the 
National Gallery in London. On that 
the hon. Member cannot discuss the 
question of the Irish gold ornaments. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought Irishmen 
had reason to complain that again and 
again motions of this kind were made 
with reference to the National Gallery 
in London, while nothing whatever was 


done in regard to the National Gallery 
‘in Ireland. 


Seventeen or eighteen years 
had elapsed since complaint was made 
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of the purchase of a Murillo for £80,000 
or £90,000, and a promise was given 
that the Vote for the Irish National 
Gallery should be increased, but 
although during that period enormous | 


sums had been spent on art in this, and 
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| Gallery, which was being almost starved 
| out of existence. He thought that when 
| they were asked to pass a Bill of this 
kind they were entitled to know how 
much money they were going to expend, 
if hon. Members from Ireland 


country, not a single sixpence had been allowed this money to be voted, they 


so expended for the benefit of Ireland. | 
The eyes of Londoners had been fixed | 
solely on some metropolitan collection, | 
and no thought whatever was taken for | 
the advancement of art in the sister isle. | 
When the Committee were asked to | 
agree to such grants as that now pro- 
posed, it was only reasonable that Lrish | 
representatives should press for an} 
equivalent grant to Ireland. Moreover, 
the right hon. Gentleman had not said 


| dence trick. | 


ought to have a promise that Ireland 
would get a quid pro quo. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I have 
already pointed out to the hon. Member 
that I do not think it is desirable that I 
should ke pressed to state the exact 
amount. [Nationalist cries of ‘* Oh, oh,” 
and an Hon. Member : This is the, confi- 
I think it would be very 
unwise to do so.—[Cries of “* Why ?”’}— 


a word in explanation of the proposal. It | because the matter is under arbitration 


seemed to be supposed that they knew | 
all about the English National Gallery | 
and the purposes for which this land was 
required, but he should certainly refuse 


to vote a single penny until some ex- | 


planation was given. 


Toe FIRST 


WORKS (Mr. Akers Dove.as, Kent, 


St. Augustine’s): I certainly did not | 
intend to be rude to any hon. Member | 


by not rising ; in fact, I did rise, but I 
gave way to the hon. Member opposite. 
I fully explained the object of this resolu- 
tion when the Bill came up for Second | 
Reading. We propose to acquire, I think 
it is four buildings in Pall Mall and 
immediately behind, in order to secure | 
the complete isolation of the National 
Gallery on the western side to protect it 
from fire. The Bill was introduced in 
pursuance of a promise that I made last 
year, when a fire occurred in a neighbour- 
ing building. We ask the House to give 
us compulsory powers for use if we cannot 
get the property voluntarily. The 
motion before the House is simply to 


COMMISSIONER oF | 


at the present moment, and if I were to 
state the amount the price might be 
raised and the cost to the taxpayers in- 
creased. Of course, if this is insisted 
upon | will give the amount. [Minis- 
| terial cries of ‘‘ ‘0, no.’’] 


| *Lorpd BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
|Chorley): I am also very much in- 
terested in the National Gallery of Ire- 
land, but the hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth has apparently forgotten 
that the Irish National Gallery is already 
an isolated building. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is nothing 


| worth burning in it. 


*Lorp BALCARRES: I differ from 
the hon. and learned Member. On the 
contrary, I think that the National 
Gallery of Ireland, which was formed 
by a great expert, the late Mr. Doyle, is 
one of the most interesting collections 
of pictures in the smaller capitals 


‘of Europe. The sum of over £20,000 


authorise us to pay certain moneys for/has already been guaranteed by the 


this purpose to be voted by Parliament 
hereafter. 


Mr. FIELD asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to inform the House how 
much money was going to be expended 
under this Bill. 
year they voted an enormous sum of 
money for the National Gallery in this 
country, and he happened to know 
something about the Irish National 


Mr. T. M. Hea'y. 


Government towards the extension of 
the National Gallery of Ireland. The 
Government voted £10,000 last year for 
its extension, £9,000 for the same purpose 
is on the Estimates this year,and a further 
£3,000 is promised next year. I should 


He thought that last | have thought these facts were known to 


the hon. Member for North Louth. 


| Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The noble 
| Lord who has just sat down forgets that 
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when this new thoroughfare was being | of Irish Members that greater impor- 
made from Charing Cross to the northern | | tance should be attached to the National 


portion of London that that was the time Gallery in Dublin, and that a larger 


at which the Government ought to have | share of Imperial funds should be given 
done what they now propose to do. ‘to that particular part of the British 
|Empire. ‘The Bill had nothing to do 


*Lorp BALCARRES: This Bill is to! with the transfer of the Irish gold orna- 
deal with land in Trafalgar Square, no- | ments from the British Museum to the 
where near to the Charing Cross Road. National Gallery in Dublin. On the 
proper occasion he should not be indis- 
Mr. FLYNN: My point is that it was | posed to support the view that those 
a . 4 ava . + / 
. : ° -. |ornaments sho 2 8 sterr 
not until there was considerable dis- ring soaeaagnie — beings vias 
turbance and alarm at South Kensington | cet Gia: It aoa aggltpesseatty 
thes head i a: SP ORIE ET 
that the National Gallery authorities | |) adhe Bi hid Rabi algae 
realised the defenceless position of the, uns indeed Ha Ne Cid OCCUF al the 
gees | | National Gallery, and probably in such 
National Gallery. Then the owners o , : 
./ an event Ireland would be the poorer by 
" oe a — pu groperty ee ‘the number of pictures Sativa The 
pees Seer eee eee Se ae Government, as the custodians of the 
enhaneed value. The whole thing could  Saaieead Calley, now exmetovesed aaa 
‘ ‘ re ) ‘ . Tara ¢ 
have been done when the county council | [reese pron A eitidiaia:- canals 
re , g 5 ; 2 exwsung ¢ s 
cae ae si widening ” ~ | should continue no longer, but that the 
road. The Government are doing this | Gallery suit bo:put in gnome ‘alii 
thing in the worms possible id: me ad did isolation.” It was proposed to run a 
only realised that the National Gallery Mclie sca teams. ths ciate aie ol 
was in danger after this fact had obtained Teakaloes pes nectar 
Sahay 4 aftar lattare had annear alae ry are ot. Mar Ss 
Soy " sonthgeon ‘ “ “sg —— Street. That would give complete isola- 
ee ee ition on that side, and allow the fire 
value of the adjacent property has gone ohn bi Aa aA aaa al 
: ha Mistntues thin hanee thas | OO free access from all points of the 
up enormously, because itis known that) ee ee of an outbreak of fir 
4 = ae as 7] ‘ ‘ *% ‘ ys 
the Government will have to buy it. eet Ra Penile Sigh seer sorseleantiee 
If the Minister in charge of this Bill will : ar : oe 
get up and explain exactly what the prevention, and that would be achieved 
ri ‘ « c 0 e e = ‘ bs » is POs . . o 
money is required for, a good deal of time. ‘ll cline = aku Fa = igen 
» ‘ e progres of the, ‘ ‘ . : ee er ee 
will he saved, and the progress bers not to delay the passage of the Bill. 
Bill will be facilitated. 1 think that the Sis Sah Wide tees colons eh 
Government have shown a deplorable | “@0Y “ngisin Members’ W sympé 
‘ainih oil Geanieanie Guth ia thaka saathoe thetically inclined towards the conten- 
eee ere blag tion of the Irish Members with regard 
ad Beata to the gold ornaments, and were disposed 
" Mr. JOHN BURNS said, through no | ¢) take the view that Ireland had been 
fault of their own, several hon. Members | sadly neglected in regard to its museum 
had fallen into an error with regard to) and art gallery. On the proper occasion 
the object of this Bill. The hon. Member they yould be willing to assist Irish 
who had just sat down did not appear tO” Members in remedying that neglect. but 
know that the widening of Charing ( POSS any action in that direction would not be 
toad = carried out by the Metropolitan encouraged by such a reasonable project 
Board of Works at least twelve years 460, as that contained in this Bill being 
and it did not affect the side of the opposed. He believed the National 
National Gallery dealt with by this cael Gallery to contain the finest collection of 
posal, because Charing Cross Road was pictures in the world. He had visited 
on the north-east side. ‘The reasons for [nearly all the art galleries on the Conti- 
bringing in this Bill were not avy red nent of Europe, and, though some might 
discovery which had been made by the have more masterpieces of certain schools, 


which he sat for nearly two years. It 
might interest Irish Members to know 
that the noble Lord opposite and himself | and countries, I 
had associated themselves with the claim than any similar gallery in the world. 
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' universal collection of art of all schools 
contained less rubbish 


| 
; <ensington Committee, upon a : : 
i meme Big | the National Gallery, taking it as a 
| 
| 
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He hoped that some day certain of the 
best. masterpieces would be sent on loan 
more frequently to other parts of the 
United Kingdom. The worst way to 
encourage lovers of art in Ireland or in 
England was to prevent this Bill from 
passing, or to subject, even for another 
twenty-four hours, the National Gallery 
to danger from fire. 


‘ Mr. T. M. HEALY said much had 
been made of the fact that last year Ire- 
land got £10,000, and that this year she 
was to get another £10,000. But it was 
eighteen years since £90,000 was paid for 
a single picture on the distinct pledge 
that it should be shown round the three 
Kingdoms, and in that time the picture 
had not so much as crossed Trafalgar 
Square. In the Estimates of this year 
something like £200,000 was provided 
for art in England, Ireland receiving only 
£2,400, and Scotland £1,000 more. It 
was all very fine to say that the danger 
of fire from adjoining premises had sud- 
denly been discovered. The National 
Gallery in Dublin was next door to a 
public house, and there was a dress- 
maker’s shop on the other side, but that 
did not affect the consciences of English 
Members. Demands had been made for 
the last twenty years for an additional 
sum to be spent for the safety of the Irish 
art gallery and the purchase of a few 
more pictures, but those demands had 
been refused with contumely. He was a 
Philistine. He took no interest in 
London or in England. His interests 
were connected solely with his own 
country. He had no love for France, or 
tussia, or Germany, or the Philippine 
Islands. The Committee were told they 
must not press the inquiry as to the 
amount to be spent in this matter, as it 
would send up the price of the property. 
It would do nothing of the kind. The 
Bill was to put the Land Clauses Act into 
operation, and under that Act the matter 
would be settled by arbitration, and to 
say that an answer to that question 
would settle the standard of the award 
was absolutely absurd. The Irish Mem- 
bers were the representatives of the Irish 
taxpayers, and they had a right to know 
of how much the English were going to 
rob them over this matter. The hon. 
Member for Battersea had appealed to 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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them on the grounc of art. He per- 
sonally had no art side. Treland had no 
room for art; she was too poor. Pota- 
toes and salt were her highest ideal, and 
she could manage to get along without a 
Murillo. But when she was asked to 
pay towards art for the English people 
she was entitled to ask for something in 
exchange. 


Mr. O’MARA said that, like the hon. 
Member for Battersea, he had visited 
many of the art galleries in Europe, and 
the conclusion he had come to was that 
the pictures on the walls of the National 
Gallery were a lot of rubbish. They were 
now asked to spend Imperial money to 
safeguard this collection at the National 
Gallery. He objected to spending Im- 
perial money to which Ireland contri- 
buted for any particluar English purpose. 
He did not see what advantage his econ- 
stituency would derive from the expendi- 
ture of this money, and Ireland had a 
right to benefit in some way by the 
expenditure of money for Imperial 
purposes authorised by this House. But 
even if those buildings were bought and 
an open space was made all round the 
National Gallery it would not do away 
with the risk of fire. He thought that 
the excellent flre brigades which London 
possessed were quite sufficient to safe- 
guard the National Gallery from any risk 
of destruction by fire. This money 
authorised by the Bill before the House 
was to be spent to acquire land and 
buildings compulsorily. When the Irish 
Members asked for a compulsory Bill to 
acquire land in Ireland, those who sat on 
the Treasury Bench held up their hands 
with horror, and called it confiscation 
and interference with the rights of 
private property. He submitted that 
the compulsory buying of land in London 
was a dishonest means of acquiring the 
property of other people, and depriving 
shopkeepers of their means of livelihood. 
He was glad to hear from the noble Lord 
that £20,000 had been spent on the Irish 
National Gallery. The hon. Member for 
Battersea had asked them not to oppose 
this Bill, but he wished to know what 
benefit Ireland was going to get out of it. 
If a portion of the money they were 
voting was going to be spent in Ireland, 
then they would get some benefit from it 
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It had been said that the people in Ire-| per annum, while the paltry sum of 
land had not got artistic souls- — | £2,486 was the amount voted for the 
|Irish National Gallery. There was no 
l'ne DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, | proportion whatever between these sums, 
order! The hon. Member must confine | and [reland was not treated fairly in this 
himself to the question of the acquisition | matter. How was it that this danger of 
of land in London. fire from adjoining premises had_ re- 
‘mained undiscovered until now? The 
Mr. O’MARA said he would not pro-| time to have come forward with a pro- 
ceed any further with that point, al-| posal of this kind was when Charing 
though other hon. Members had been| Cross Road and Shaftesbury Avenue 
permitted to discuss it. were being constructed. As to the com- 
pulsory purchase of land, he did not object 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | to the principle, whether in England or in 
The debate has been allowed to go on for | Ireland. 
quite an hour on general lines. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
Mr. TULLY said he should support his | hon. Member will have an opportunity 
hon. friend who had opposed this Bill. | of discussing the cluuscs of the Bill 
They had been asked to vote a large sum | later on. 
of money in the dark without any data 
being furnished to them. ‘This was not Mr. TULLY said the resolution was 
the time to vote large sums of money for | to authorise payments for the compulsory 
fads of this description. The Govern- purchase of land. 
ment were continually borrowing money 
for the war, anc is was certainly no m eres a + 
the time to ee tes pe erode ee - = 
eile tu pcalite eis ee res Sie allowed the hon. Member a considerable 
eter as Risel Glace ths ton amount of latitude. This is merely 
Member for Battersea was rather menac- ® Tescnition gal a ee 
ing in his tone towards Trish Members = ic hides eager on Z Nee 
“yee wan gaghiricerng tin “es The financial provisions into a Bill which is 
Sia: itiatnar to idiaeinia: ad fete ans not now being discussed. I cannot allow 
va ng oe Barley cake did we the hon. Member to pursue that line 
one ois of argument any further. 
what some English Members would do = . 
without the votes of Irishmen. The 
hon. Member for Battersea said that the Mr. TULLY contended that no 
National Gallery was one of the finest art | Justification had been given for bringing 
galleries in the world, and that, although | forward such a proposal at the present 
he had seen most of the European art time. The present state of affairs had 
galleries, he had never seen anything to| been good enough for twenty years, 
equal the National Gallery in London. | 2nd it might very well have been allowed 
He wondered if the hon. Member had {to continue until the war in South 
ever been in the National Gallerv in | Africa had been brought to a conclusion. 
Amsterdam. It was said that the snail 
always thought that its own snail box Mr. JOHN REDMOND said it was to 
was the grandest in the world, but he was | be regretted that the hon. Member fo 
not going to vote any money for this} Battersea had concluded his speech 
huge snail box in Trafalgar Square. The! with something in the nature of a 
noble Lord opposite was a great authority | threat to the Irish Members. The hon. 
on these matters, and he had told them! Member had stated that if the Irish 
that Ireland was to get £20,000 for the} Members o posed this Bill, it might 
extension of the Irish National Gallery. | influence him and other English Mem- 
He wished to point out that for the | bers in the amount of support they would 
British Museum, the National Portrait | give to the endeavour to obtain justice 
Gallery, and the Wallace Collection Par-| to Ireland in regard to the gold orna- 
liament voted something like £196,500 | ments. 
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{COMMONS} 
JOHN BURNS explained that | 
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a plain 


of Adjacent Land). 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL sal 


what he said was, that it might deter a! question had been put to the right hon. 


number of Members who were sym- 
pathetic towards the Dublin Gallery 
from taking the course they otherwise 
would take. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND though he 


had not done the hon, Member any in- | 


justice. He regretted the nature of | 
that portion of the hon. Member's 


re narks all the more because he agreed | 


to a large extent with the remainder 
of his speech. No man who considered 
the matter impartially could 


in the most marked way possible to 
the fact that while large sums were 
constantly being paid for art purposes 
in London, very small sums were voted 
for similar purposes in Ireland. In the 
matter of art, Ireland had not in the 
past received as much as she ought from 
the Imperial Exchequer. Holding that 
view very strongly, he thought his hon. 
friends were perfectly justified in raising 
and pressing the question as they had 
done. For himself, however, he did not 
intend to vote against the resolution. He 
did not agree with the view that Lreland 
had no concern in art. It was true that 
she was a poor country, that her art 
had been stunted and starved, but he 


took the view that the Lrish people were | 
and that, 


essentially an artistic people, 
their country was interested in the 
preservation of art, and of great examples 
of art, not only in England, but in every 
country in the world. He did not 
believe it would be in accordance with 
the general sentiments of the Irish | 
people to take any course which would 
militate against the preservation of | 
works of art in the National Gallery in 
London. As an Irishman he should 
be sorry to give any vote which migh 
be constru d into an attempt to pro- | 
long a state of t ings in which that, 
collec ion of art was endangered or | 
threatened by fire. He, therefore, did | 
not propose to vote against the resolution, 
and, if he might be allowed to express an | 
opinion, he thought the protest which | 
had been made against the small sums 


given for purposes of art in Ireland | with the course suggested by the hon. 


would have its effect, and that that effect 
wou'd not be enhanced by taking a 
division on the subject 


Gentleman as to the amount of ‘expendi- 
'ture involved in this proposal, and he 
had expressed his willingness to give 
| the information if pressed. On the 
'oceasion of the Public Offices (Sites) Bill 
‘the Irish Members opposed the passage 
of the measure. ‘The estimate in 
| that case was only about £300,000, 
| but he now understood that that piece 
of legislation had cost nearer £5,000,000, 
In the face of that circumstance, he 


‘thought it would be a great mistake on 


blame | the part of the Committee to pass the 
the Irish Members for calling attention | ; 
/statement on the part of the right hon. 


present resolution without some definite 


Gentleman. The Bill proposed to acquire 
this land, the price of which was to be 
settled by arbitration, and theretore, 
he did not think any harm would be 
done by giving the House some idea 
as to the cost. He agreed with his hon. 
friend the Member for South Kilkenny 
that they w-re providing no security 
against fire by removing those build- 
ings. If they were to place a green field 
all round the National Gallery they 
would be liable to have a fire inside the 
gallery just the same. This was not 
a time to place additional burdens upon 
Ireland, more especially when + reland 
got no extra contribution herself. The 
noble Lord opposite had stated that quite 
recently a sum of £20,000 had been 
voted for the National Gallery in Dublin. 
He did not think they would get a 
| guarantee of fair ee" unless some 
‘responsible official of the Government 
| gave them some iia of equivalent 
treatment to lreland. He was disposed 
to divide against this Bill as a protest 
against passing legislation in the dark. 


Mr. O'MARA said they were not in 
the humour to be treated with contempt 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite. 
His hon. friend had asked what was the 
| amount of money which they were going 
to vote. They were being asked to vote 

an indefinite sum for a purpose in which 
| they had no interest. Unless they were 
‘told the amount he should move that 
‘they report progress. He did not agree 


_and learned Member for Waterford. He 
agreed with him that the Lrish were an 


artistic people, but he thought that the 
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place for the Irish people to gratify their 
artistic instincts was in the Art Gallery 
at Dublin, and not in London. He could 
not see his way to vote for this money, 
and if the matter went to a division he 
should vote against it. He trusted that 
the First Commissioner of Works would 
see his way to state what was the probable 
umount which would be spent in pur- 
chasing this land. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We are subject 
in Ireland to the scandal that we have to 
maintain our Art Gallery by a system of 
annual bazaars, to which we are asked 
to take tickets at 5s. each. We have to 
maintain the Irish National Gallery in 
this way, whereas in England you vote 
tens of thousands of pounds for this pur- 
pose without giving us anything in the 
nature of an equivalent grant. 1 do not 
want to criticise what has been said by 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford. We have been denied the oppor- 
tunity of discussing this matter in Supply, 
und therefore we have been obliged to 
take this opportunity of bringing the 
matter forward. We have failed to get 
the least consideration of our demands 
in regard to Ireland, and [ am surprised 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has not thought it worth his while to 
come down to the House while this 
matter is under discussion. 1 think this 
is a fair opportunity of bringing this 
matter forward. Upon former occasions 
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improvement at all either in the art or 
in the manners of the British people. | 
think under these circumstances that 
we are quite justified in asking what 
advantage we shall get for voting these 
large sums of money. If you were 
French or Italian people who had shone 
in these matters you might reasonably 
appeal to us. | do not think that any 
case has been made out for the present 
Vote, and if the Government insist upon 
putting this matter forward, let them 
state the amount, and then we can 
move to reduce it by the extent to which 
Ireland is affected. I have looked over 
the Estimates, and I have failed to find 
the £10,000 which my noble friend 
opposite says is to be voted to the Lrish 
National Gallery this year. 

Lorp BALCARRES: It comes under 


the building grants. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY thought they were 
entitled upon an occasion like this to 





the information they were asking for. 
They said that London was a great lin- 
perial centre, that they must have their 
dockyards in England, and their cordite 
from Birmingham. Therefore, when they 
were dealing with art he thought they 
were entitled to say they ought to be 
more Catholic and less Protestant in 
their action towards Ireland, and give 
them a sum fairly proportionate to the 





the Minister in charge has always been | 
willing to state what is the exact amount | 
of the money to be voted. | have in this | 
House been voting money for the benefit | 
of English art for the last twenty years, | 
aud L must confess that [ can see no 


‘Noes, 6. 


amount you expend in England. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170 ; 
(Division List No. 348.) 


AYES. 





Acland-Hood,CaptSir. Alex. I’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boland, John 





Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brown, GeorgeM.( Edinburgh) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish. R. IF. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett,A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cranbourne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Kdwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Klibank, Master of 
Kyans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
F french, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Kitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ ml'ts | 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Linc. ) 
Goschen, Hon George Joachim | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robe rt Wm 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W | 
Hope, J. F.(SheffildBrightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kentlaversh.) 
Johnston, Wm, (Belfast) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Lawrence, J oseph(Monmouth) 


Clancy, John Joseph 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Resolved, That it is expedient to autho- 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


| Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, John Grant 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


| 
| 
| 


the House. 


Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 


1248 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Ridley,S.orde(BethnalGreen) 


Leveson-Gower,l rederick N.S. | 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long.Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. | 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Russell, T. W. 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, Kast) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Maxwell, WJ H. (Dumfriesshire | 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur! Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stroyan, John 


Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf’'dU niv.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 


Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patriek( Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N ) 
O'Malley, William 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
NOES. 
Murphy, John 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Sullivan, Donal 


BURIAL 


Whiteley, Hi Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R. (Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
THE AyES— 


TELLERS FOR 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Mr. Tully and Mr. O'Mara. 


GROUNDS (SCOTLAND) 


ILL. 








rise the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of all Expenses 
incurred by the Commissioners of Works 
under any Act of the present session for 
the acquisition of certain land, near the 
National Gallery in London, and tor 
other purposes connected therewith. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION 


BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


(IRELAND) 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 

discharged. Bill withdrawn. 





Second Reading read. and 
Bill withdrawn. 


Order for 
discharged. 


DRUNKARDS BILL [Lords}. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 
of this day, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 
House without Question put. 


Adjourned at the twenty minutes 
before ‘I'wo of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE) 
| PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
Tuesday, 23rd July, 1901. | TION BILL [#1]. 


—_ WATER — ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
SAT FIRST. (No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. 

The Lord Northington (L. Henley); WATER ee en 
sat first in Parliament after the death (No. 2) BILL [H.L.}. 


of his father, Returned from the Commons agreed 
ees to. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL BILL 
| [H.L.]. 


. pia, af : | Returned from the Commons agreed 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | to, with an Amendment; the said 


had laid upon the Table the Certificate | EL AAT TR He 


from the Examiners that the Standing poyrpNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
| 


’ Orders ‘applicable to the following Bill [H.L.]. 
have been complied with—— CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
Local Government Provisional Orders | BILL [H.1.]. 
(No. ‘). | MANCHESTER CORPORATION BILL 
The same was ordered to lie on the! [H.L. }. 
Table. WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 


; - ETC., BILL [#...]. 
= i ERERON awe BILL. ; Returned from the Commons agreed 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill’ to, with Amendments. 
reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY TORRINGTON AND OKEHAMPTON 
BILL. RAILWAY BILL. 


F SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 


RAILWAY BILL Returned from the Commons, with the 
ae j ' Amendments agreed to. 
Reported with Amendments. hee 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONA GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS 
ee ae Me, 11) Bing ISIONAL | “AND GENERAL) ORDER CONFIRMA- 
“aig ee ’ .....| TION BILL [u.t.]. 

Reported from the Select Committee | Will: vend 9* (according to: Onder 
without amendment, and committed to a | edits . 8 rder). 
Committee of the Whole House on Thurs- | 
day next. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BurteiGH): My 
HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND | Lords, it is necessary for me to ask your 

DOCK BILL. | ri range? a age to 
' : ‘ 'be inserted in this Bill, Amendments 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. | which, after consultation with the Chair- 

Read 3%, with the Amendments ;! man of Committees, it was not thought 
further Amendments made ; Bills passed, | expedient I should make upon my own 
and returned to the Commons. | authority, inasmuch as they contravene 

| the Standing Orders of this House. The 

LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND | circumstances are these: When a local 
RAILWAY BEL. ‘authority is given power to make and 

PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH | work a tramway in the district of another 





BILL. local authority, that is only done subject 
Read 34, with the Amendments, and | to the restriction that the second local 
passed, and returned to the Commons. | authority, after a certain period of years, 


| usually fixed at twenty-one or forty-two 

LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. | years, may purchase and work the tram- 
3rought from the Commons ; read 14 ;| way for itself. Variations of this order 
and referred to the Examiners. /are not altogether unknown, although, 


VOL. XCVII. ([Fourta Series] 3A 
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perhaps, there is no such conspicuous 
instance of the order having been varied 
as in the case of Glasgow. In 1875, 
Glasgow was given in perpetuity the | 
power to make and work tramways in a | 
district subject to another local authority, 
but immediately contiguous to its borders. 
This policy has been continued, and 
power was given to extend them in 1879, 
1885, 1893, and1899. The present order 
is promoted largely in the interests of 
districts outside the city of Glasgow, and 
the extensions which it proposes to make 
are undertaken at the instance of the 
inhabitants of those districts and with 
the concurrence of the various local | 
authorities interested. All these local | 
authorities are willing that the extensions 
shoul] be made on the same terms as 
those agreed to in previous extensions of 
the Corporation tramways into their ter- 
ritory, and I think it would be a serious 
matter if Parliament were now to with- 
draw from the policy it has pursued for 
so many years in regard to the Glasgow 
tramways. I do not anticipate any 
opposition from my noble friend the 
Chairman of Committees to the insertion 
of these Amendments, but we thought 
this course should be taken in the House 
and not simply on the authority of the 
Secretary for Scotland. 





Tur CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortry): My Lords, my 
noble friend is quite right in thinking 
that I do not propose to offer any opposi- 
tion tothe Amendments. I would remind 
the House that the case of Glasgow is 
absolutely unique. Ever since 1870, five 
years before the date my noble friend 
mentioned, Glasgow have obtained powers 
to extend their tramways beyond the 
district over which they have municipal 
control, without being confined by the 
action of the Standing Order or of the 
clause of the Bill of 1870, which gave the 
local authorities through whose district 
the tramways were constructed power of 
purchase. Under these cireumstances I 
have had communications with my noble 
friend on the subject, and I have had an 
opportunity of hearing what the Corpora- | 
tion of Glasgow think with regard to it. 
It appears that the extensions of tram- 
ways proposed this year are not very 
large, and, to a considerable extent, 
though perhaps not absolutely, they take 
in a given area. It would be ex- 
tremely inconvenient if this particular | 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 


| structed on different terms and 


Business. 1252 


of were con- 
on dif- 
ferent conditions from the tramways 
already in existence, and I think the 
House would do well to allow the con- 
cession asked for to the Corporation of 
Glasgow. But I do not think it is a con- 
cession that ought to be allowed in every 
future extension of tramways. I put 
that in a sort of caveat. I think future 
cases must be considered carefully on 
their merits, but in this particular case I 
cannot advise your Lordships to oppose 
the Amendments. 


system tramways 


THE EArt or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I do not differ in any way from 


|'what the two noble Lords have said in 


regard to these Amendments, but I rise 
to make a protest against Glasgow claim- 
ing to have a right to purchase tramways 
out and out. I was in Scotland this year 
upon a Commission which had to inquire 
into one or two cases similar to this, and 
the Corporation of Glasgow appeared. 
They mentioned that in several cases 
Parliament had allowed them to purchase 
their tramways absolutely, and they 
founded on that a claim that they must 
be allowed to purchase outright any 
tramways they were allowed to make. If 
you give to any corporation an absolute 
right to purchase tramways, you extend 
their fingers into the districts of other 
local authorities, and give them a sort of 
prima fucie claim towards at some time 
absorbing those local authorities. I 
merely say this for the purpose of ex- 
pressing a hope that no Committees or 
Commissions will ever treat this claim 
on the part of Glasgow as anything in 
the nature of a right. So far as I know, 
it has been done in no other case except 
that of Glasgow, and why the Corpora- 
tion of Glasgow, excellent their 
management is, should be given by Par- 
liament, or should claim to have from 
Parliament, a right of purchase which is 
not conceded to any other local authority, 
I donot know. 


as 


Amendments agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL: 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 


CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
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BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES ! LUNACY. 


RAILWAY BILL. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Ludlow be proposed 


to the House as a member of the Select | 


Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Karl Waldegrave; read, and 
agreed to. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER. 

AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND 

WEST JUNCTION, AND EVESHAM, 

REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 

AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY COM- 

PANIES BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec 
tion, That the Lord Wrottesley be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of Ihe 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Tredegar ; read, and 
agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Report from the Joint Committee (with 
the proceedings of the Committee) made, 
and to be printed: Minutes of evidence, 
together with appendices, laid upon the 
Table, and to be delivered out. (No. 177.) 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
General Report from the Chief In- 
spector of the Western Division of Scot- 
land, for the year 1900. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Annual Report of the Commissioners, 
for the year 1900. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES), 1899. 

Part II. Civil Judicial Statistics : 
Statistics relating to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, the House 
of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
County Courts, and other Civil Courts ; 
edited by John Macdonell, Esq., C.B., 
LL.D. 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 
Twenty-third Report of the General 
Prisons Board (Ireland), 1900-1901. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


< 


Return to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made and the number of 
patients seen by the several Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy during the six months 
ending on the 30th June, 1901. 

PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 To 

1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCE), 

Licence to be at large granted to 

_ Arthur Sturrock, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule A of the Penal Servitude Act, 
1867. 5 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


TEMPERANCE. 
Petition for legislation to promote, of 


‘inhabitants of the Diocese of Carlisle ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [H.1.]. 

Petition against, of the Scottish 
Women’s Protestant Union; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS 
(IRELAND) BILL [u.1.}. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without amendment, and to be 
read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


FINANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] $ 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 


*Lorp WELBY: My Lords, I know 
well the limit which constitutional usage 
puts upon your Lordships in dealing with 
financial questions, but I believe this 
House has always reserved to itself the 
right to offer comments and criticisms 
upon these matters, and I trust your 
Lordships will bear with me while I make 
a few observations with regard to this 
Bill. One often notices, on the top of a 
steep hill, that a friendly warning tells 
that it is dangerous to cyelists. It 
appears to me that we have been for 
forty years bowling along a level and 


3A 2 
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easy road in finance, until at last we have | surprising, therefore, that at that time 
become somewhat careless and over-con- every statesman and all parties were in 
fident, and I think the time has come favour of economy, and amongst the most 
when some fricndly hand should be held , earnest advocates of economy was the great 
up to warn taxpayers against the steep | party led by the Duke of Wellington and 
and, [ am afraid, long descent in finance | Sir Robert Peel. This country has been 
upon which we have entered. I observe | fertile in a succession of able Chan- 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer did | cellors of the Exchequer, but in 200 
give a warning to the House of Commons | years since the Revolution there have 
on the subject, but I did not notice that | been, I think, five pre-eminent, and I 
he was abating his pace, or that he gave | think your Lordships will admit that 
us any promise of precaution against | amongst these five Sir Robert Peel was not 
those dangers of which he warned us. I | the least eminent. He was the very incar. 
would ask your Lordships whether the | nation of economy. I have often heard 
time has not come to consider the direc- | Mr. Gladstone give instances of the stern- 
tion in and the pace at which we are ness with which, when Sir Robert was 
travelling. I know it is often supposed | Prime Minister, he enforced economy on 
that the Treasury is able to enforce | his Ministers. Powerful heads leave in- 
economy. Some mystical notions are | fluence on their department. The tradi- 
held of the power of the Treasury, but | tions of the department are formed by 
the fact is, the Treasury is a department, | and learned from their chiefs, and 
organised like any other department,|I can remember how completely the 
with a Minister, generally a powerful! Treasury, when I first entered it, 
Minister, at its head. But that Minister! was imbued with the lessons which had 
is subject to the Cabinet, and the Cabinet been learned from Sir Robert Peel. But 
is influenced by public opinion, and I} we must remember that during that time 
think the experience of your Lordships Sir Robert Peel was acting in accordance 
will teach you that if public opinion is| with, and not in opposition to, public 
in favour of economy the Finance Minis- | opinion. As far as my reading carries 
ter is all-powerful. If public opinion is me, I think that the time of pressure 
careless about economy, then the Finance lasted until about the year 1845. In that 
Minister is absolutely powerless. year the tide appears to have turned, and 

For the purpose of explaining my | during the period 1845-87 a steady 
views I would ask your Lordships to let run of prosperity, with occasional 
me divide recent financial history into sets back, took place, and the  con- 
three periods. The first will be from the dition of the United Kingdom on 
beginning of the reign of the late Queen’ the whole improved immensely. In 
up to 1887, the second period from 1887 | fact, there can be little doubt that the 
to 1897, and the third period the current | desire for economy which prevailed in 
year. A great part of the first period, | the earlier years had very much modified 
from 1837 to 1887, was a period of pres-| in the later years of that period, and, 
sure. Weall know that at the close of | indeed, I think the idea of economy by 
the great war the resources of this nation | that time would have died away entirely 
were entirely overstrained. We know | had it not been for two great reasons 
that people at that time talked seriously | which had weight in the public mind. 
as to whether it would not be necessary | The first of those reasons was the abso- 
to apply the sponge with regard to the | lute necessity to reduce and readjust 
National Debt, that pauperism was ram- | taxation. The second was the laudable 
pant, and that the working classes were | desire to reduce the weight of the public 
discontented and overtaxed. It may be | debt. During the last thirty years a 
within the memory of your Lordships | considerable result has been obtained on 
that at that time Sydney Smith gave a| the second of those heads, but I will con- 
celebrated description of our taxation as | fine myself at present to the first. I 
a warning to our American cousins| will take for my purpose the sixty 
against embarking on a course of| years that passed after the accession of 
glory. That condition of  things| the late Queen. In 1837 our system of 
continued for a good many years. Very | taxation was extremely onerous and un- 
little change in the condition of the work- | equal. One must always remember that 
ing classes had taken place when her late | the taxation on articles of consumption 
Majesty ascended the Throne. It is not | falls practically upon the working classes. 
Lord Welby. 
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Finance 


Competent authorities have held, and I 
think it is a conclusion which is generally 
accepted, that four-fifths of the taxation 
on articles of consumption is paid by the 
working classes. If that is the case, we 
can judge what the weight of the taxation 
was when I say that in 1837, 71 per cent. 
of the revenue was levied on articles of 
consumption, and 23 per cent. only in 
taxes which fall especially on the wealthy. 
Successive Governments addressed them- 
selves during the ensuing sixty years to 
the great work of readjusting and reduc- 
ing taxation, and at the close of that time 
the taxes on articles of consumption had 
fallen to 44 per cent., and those on the 
wealthier classes had risen to 40 per cent. 

I will give another illustration. Dur- 
ing that time the prosperity of the 
working classes had enabled them to con- 
sume double and treble the amount con- 
sumed at the outset of the period, yet the 
actual taxation paid per head on articles 
of consumption, instead of increasing, had 
actually fallen, and by no less an amount 
than 15 per cent. Let us consider for a 
moment what the figures mean. The 
working classes pay 85 pence in taxes 
Where in 1837 they paid 100 pence, yet 
they consume far more of the articles 
which are or were taxable than in 1837. 
In the meantime they have been admitted 
to the franchise, and have become a 
dominant factor in the State. Yet in 
1805 they returned and have maintained 
a Conservative majority in the House of 
Commons, and a Conservative Govern- 
ment in power. ‘This may not seem so 
unmixed a good to us on this side as to 
noble Lords opposite, but on one point 
we shall all rejoice. Whereas in 
I837 there was a people discontented 
and in a dangerous mood, fifty years of 
good legislation, in which reduction of 
taxation is an important factor, has 
converted them into a leyal, united, and 
contented people. The great object of 
Government is so far attained, and there 
can be no difference of opinion among us 
as to the result. 

I want now, my Lords, to draw your 
attention to the increase in expenditure. 
I confine myself to military and naval 
expenditure, in order not to weary your 
Lordships with figures, but what I say of 
military expenditure applies with equal 
foree to civil expenditure. In 1837 the 


maval and = military expenditure — was 
rather under £12,000,000 sterling. That 


Was the nadir of military expenditure. | 


{23 Jury 1901} 





Bill. 


In 1887 it had risen to £30,500,000, an 
increase of very nearly 150 per cent. At 
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the same time it must be borne in 
mind that during the same period 


the income of the country was increasing 
at the same, if not at a greater, rate. 
In fact, I may say that it would have 
required a greater income tax in 1837 to 
_meet the charge of twelve millions than 
it required in 1887 to meet the charge of 
£30,500,000. Our wealth was increasing 
faster than our expenditure. Otherwise 
we could not have remitted in that time 
twenty-two millions of taxation. In the 
second period of ten years, from 1887 to 
1897, the naval and military expenditure 
rose to a little over forty millions, and I 
have to add to that certain expenditure 
on inilitary and naval works which | 
very much regret to say are now made 
the subject of loan. That carries the 
military expenditure at the end of the 
second period to forty-two millions, an 
increase in the ten years of £11,500,000, 
Taxes during this period were no longer 
in course of reduction ; on the contrary, 
wn increase of taxation marked it. I now 
come to the third period, the current 
year, and I exclude of course al] the war 
expenditure. The military and naval 
expenditure, which was in 1897 forty-two 
millions, has risen to sixty-three millions, 
including an allowance for those works 
which are really part of the military 
expenditure. That is an increase of 
twenty millions in four years, and in the 
fourteen years from 1887 the ordinary 
military and naval expenditure has 
doubled. I ask vour Lordships whether, 
if this be so, I have not made out my 
case, that it is time‘to consider the pace at 
which we are travelling. Let me point 
out two or three circumstances connected 
with our present position. Only ten years 
ago the revenue derived from taxation 
was seventy-five millions a year; in the 
current year it is 122 millions. There- 
fore, in ten years the revenue from 
taxation has risen forty-seven millions, 
and out of that forty-seven millions 
nearly thirty-three millions is additional 
taxation. Though this large amount of 
taxation has been put on, it really, as I 
shall show, does very little more than 
cover the ordinary expenditure of the 
country, apart from the war expenditure ; 
and with the prospect which is now be 
fore us it seems almost inevitable that 
ina very short time the whole of that 
large amount of extra taxation will be 
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required for the ordinary expenses of the - 


country. 

The ordinary expenses of the country 
now amount to 129 millions. At the 
end of the war, which, let us hope, will 
he brought to a speedy and successful 
conclusion, what will be our position ? 
To these 129 millions we shall have to 
add, on a very moderate computation, 
a permanent charge of six millions 
caused by the war. That carries us up to 
135 millions, but is there any sign any- 
where that Parliament or the public is 
alive to the situation? Do you see any- 
where that there is the slightest desire 
for economy ! On the contrary, whether 
one looks to the press or to Parliament, 
one finds a tendency to favour further 
expenditure. 
Government must be somewhat dismayed 
at the prospect of the demands which are 
now likely to be made, if one may believe 
the statements of experts. I have carried 
the ordinary expenditure of the country 
up to 135 millions, and, considering the 
rate at which our expenditure has been 
increasing, must we not expect that the 
new demands for the Army and the Navy, 
let alone civil expenditure, will surely 
carry our ordinary expenditure to close on 
144 millions ? What will be your position 
then? You will have added thirty-three 
millions in the space of something like 
eleven or twelve years to the taxation 
of the country, simply to meet the 
ordinary demands of the public service. 
But, my Lords, if we approve of such a 
course as that, are we not running a very 
great danger ! 


ture we shall have still further to increase 
taxation. Within these ten or twelve 
years we have added £17,000,000 to the 
income tax, £5,000,000 to the death 
duties, £1,700,000 to the tea duty ; we 
are now imposing £5,000,000 on sugar ; we 
have added something like £2,800,000 
to the beer duty, and between one and 
two millions to the duty on spirits, and 
we are levying £2,000,000 on coal. The 
question is whether, with the large in- 
crease of taxation 
years, we have not got very near to the 
limits of what the country can bear, and 
whether there will not inevitably come a 
cold fit which will leave the country with 
its defensive preparations in a worse con- 
dition than they would have been had 
expenditure gone on at a more moderate 
rate. Indeed, | can hardly think to what 


Lord Welby, 


{LORDS} 


I think His Majesty’s , 


It must be evident that 
unless some check is placed on expendi- 


during the last ten | 





Bill. 
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side we could turn for further taxation 


| without running the risk of incurring 


dangerous discontent. I know it has 
been said of late that it is time to broaden 
the basis of taxation, but this is only a 
euphemistic term for transferring taxes 
from the rich on to the poor. Directly 
you put taxation on articles of consump- 
tion, on the best evidence that we have, 
it means that you are putting four-fifths 
of that taxation on the working classes. 
But before we accept this as inevitable, 
ought we not seriously to consider our 
position? Ought we not to a certain 
extent to cut our coat according to our 
cloth? Is it desirable, in dealing with 
these demands, that we should throw 
ourselves entirely into the hands of ex- 
perts? Of course, in dealing with defen- 
sive expenditure we must be guided by 
experts, but we ought to exercise a cer- 
tain amount of prudence as to the extent 
to which we are so guided, and, at all 
events, some proportion should be kept 
between the rate at which the expendi- 
ture is progressing and the rate at which 
the revenue progresses. Surely it is 
possible to lay down some rule for the 
future by which, at all events, the enor- 
mous bounds in expenditure can be regu- 
lated, and by which, if absolutely neces- 
sary, expenditure may be spread over a 
certain time, so that it shall not be neces- 
sary to forestall the natural increase of 
the Revenue. We have had a period of 
such prosperity as I suppose hasbeen 
unheard of in England before. There 
are not wanting the signs that that pros- 
perity may be approaching a cheek. 
When that check comes we must expect 
a fallin the revenue, and if expenditure 
increases at the same rate the problem 
that will be before Parliament and the 
country is one which I look forward to 
with the gravest apprehension. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): My Lords, I have only a lay and 
uninstructed intelligence to bring to bear 
with reference to the accumulated learn- 
ing which many distinguished years of 
public life have enabled the noble Lord 
to gather. I cannot compete with him in 
the arguments he has brought forward, 
and I do not know that your Lordships 
would very much desire that I should 
attempt to. [can only express our sense 
of indebtedness to him for the very 
valuable contribution to our national 
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counsels and the wish that he had | of posterity, will be our justification 
addressed a more powerful Assembly than | for the very large expenditure upon 
this. I feel that to much of what he has which we have entered. We _ have 
said no answer can possibly be given.| no choice; we have to protect our- 
The only consideration that could be selves, and we must incur the expense 
offered, to some extent in defence or! which that protection costs. Whether 
palliation of that grave imprudence which | we have done it wisely this is not the 
the noble Lord brings to our charge, is; moment to discuss ; I should be prepared 
that in the opinion at all events of many | to discuss it if the question were raised. 
competent men that spirit of economy | But you must not consider that it is pos- 
which marked some sixty or seventy | sible to maintain expenditure or maxims 
years of our financial history is really | of economy at an equable level ; they must 
guilty of a large part of the extravagance | be disturbed by those great storms which 
towhich we have since been forced to, sweep across the political horizon, and 
yield. It is undoubtedly believed by impose on you measures of precaution 
many that the extreme economy of the | and defence which otherwise you would 
year 1837, and all the years which fol-| gladly have avoided. 

lowed it, which reduced this country to a| The noble Lord has given us a treatise 
disarmed condition, though it produced | which I hope he will print in a separate 
no immediate results, and we were able | form, as it is most valuable for us to study. 
to enjoy the money that we saved, still | I hope his teaching will be such as future 
left our financial conditions and the con-| Chancellors of the Exchequer will not 
dition of our armaments in that position | only wish to follow but will be able to 
that when with the progress of the world | follow. But he has to deal with a very 
danger came nearer and Great Powers | awkward and difficult element—namely, 
multiplied there was reason to apprehend | the element of public opinion. During all 
that matters would not remain as peaceful the years of our pacific existence 
as they had been. Then we found that|) there was no doubt that the feel- 
we had to pay for the economy we had| ing of the public was © steadily 
practised, and for the advantages we had | in favour of a pacific policy ; and 
derived from it, by entering upon acourse | the leaders whom the public followed, 
of expenditure that may have been and who governed the formation and 
thought excessive, but which at allevents | guidance of political parties, were all men 
was the natural effect of the dangers in, who, like Sir Robert Peel, valued the ad- 
which we found ourselves. I think that | vantages of peace and the economy it 
is the real answer, or palliation, or ex-| brought above everything else. That 
cuse for the very formidable tendency to | state of opinion has passed away ; as the 
extreme expenditure which has marked | noble Lord himself says, the tide has 
the finance of the last thirty or forty | turned, and who is he and who are we 
years. I regret to say it is an increasing | that we should attempt to stem the tide ! 
tendency. Then we must also ask the | If the tide has turned we shall have to go 
noble Lord to consider that our political | with it. The noble Lord alluded to a 
life, like our ordinary social and physical | celebrated passage, in which Sydney 
life, is exposed to various incidents of | Smith warned the American Republic 
change that we have no power to banish. | against the dangers and discomforts which 
We are liable to difficulties and dangers | attach to the pursuit of glory. No doubt 
which nothing we can do can prevent, | it was thought at the time to be a very 
and as to which we must niake necessary | wise lecture, but has it been successful ? 
sacrifices and take necessary precautions. | Has he induced the American people to 
At all events the excellent language and | adopt his views! On the contrary, we 
teaching which the noble Lord has given, know that it is one of the most 
us could not prevent, and did not ;revent, | powerful political engines in the States 
Mr. Kruger from seeing that in his) to appeal to that national — and 
political future there were advantages | Imperial sentiment to which we have 
which tempted him and induced him) been so much exposed, and to which we 
to make an invasion of the Qneen’s have bowed so much in recent times. 
dominions in three places. It is im-| We feel in regard to the exhortations of 
possible to maintain your financial, the noble Lord, admirable as they are, 
equilibrium if accidents of that kind | and though they ought to be studied by 
occur, and that, I think, in the view | all politicians on both sides of the House, 
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that still we are in the presence of forces 
far larger than any we can wield or influ- 
ence, and all we can hope is to take 
advantage of every opportunity which is 


{LORDS} 


consistent with the interests and honour , 


of our country in order to resist and 
arrest the stream of expenditure which, I 
eftirely agree with him, is one of the 
greatest dangers that threaten this 
country. 


Kart SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
propose to enter at any length into this 
most interesting and important subject, 
but I should like tosay one or two words 
in regard to what has fallen from the 
noble Marquess the Prime Minister. I 
think my noble friend can have no real 
complaint against the noble Marquess for 
the way in which he has taken his 
remarks. What my noble friend really 
desired to do, and what has been done in 
another place by a distinguished member 
of the Government, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in pointing out the enormous 
and rapid increase there has been in all 
public expenditure, was not to refer to 
the war expenditure—he referred entirely 
tu the peace expenditure. I wish par- 
ticularly to deal with that, because we all 
know that when once this war was em- 
barked on it was necessary to engage in 
heavy expenditure in order to bring it to 
a speedy and successful conclusion. When 
we come to look at the gigantic increase 
of our expenditure in various ways, I 
think we want to educate public opinion 


a little on the grievous events that may | 


follow from a continuance of this policy. 
We therefore are indebted to my noble 
friend for giving us the benefit of his vast 
experience. I feel very strongly on the 
subject when 
strides expenditure has taken and the 
enormous developments of our revenue. 
I think I am right in saying that ina few 
years our revenue has increased by 
sixteen millions sterling and our expendi- 
ture by twenty-eight millions. We feel 
in regard to all this expenditure that a 
heavy responsibility lies upon Govern- 
ment to see that such enormous 
expenditure is applied in the 
economical manner and for the — full 
advantage of the public services. There 
is, | am afraid, an idea in the country - 

aud I think there may be considerable 
truth in it—that a great deal of the ex- 
penditure is not well managed, and that 
sufficient care is net taken to see that 
The Marquess of Salisbury. 


I think what gigantic | 








Bill. 1264 
the services get full value. I do not wish 
to exclude the Navy, with which I have 
been connected —I hope that there the ex- 
penditure is well managed ; but there is 
a strong impression that in recent years 
expenditure on the Army has not always 
provided us with the efficiency we 
ought to have. These are the reasons 
why my noble friend has brought this 
matter forward, and I rejoice that he 
has done so, and that the noble Marquess 
has agreed in much that he has said. | 
am certain that if we continue in the 
course we have begun serious effects will 
result. Increased taxation, of course, 
increases the prices of commodities, and 
will put enormous difficulties in the way 
of our commercial prosperity, the exist- 
ence of which is always calling for 
increased expenditure to defend our com- 
merce in every part of the world. If we 
have continued and heavy taxation of com- 
modities there is a danger of inflicting a 
wound on some great industry or other 
that may lead to the loss of that com- 
mercial prosperity and supremacy of 
which we are all so proud, 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly ; Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read 34 on Thursday next. 


ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [1.1.}. 
(SECOND READING.) 


Order of the Day for the Second Read. 
ing read. 


The Marquess oF SALISBURY: 
My Lords, I have to move the Second 
Reading of this Bill, which results from 
the Report of a Committee your Lordships 
appointed to consider the subject, and 
upon which a debate has already taken 
place in this House. I wish to point 
out, not all, but some of the leading con- 
siderations which have induced us to 


‘submit this measure to your Lordships. 


most | 


The fact that such a declaration tis re- 
quired has been brought to public notice 


| by the accession of a new Sovereign, and 


many persons have turned their attention 
to it who had not previously done so. 
In this way it has become matter 
of public interest. But it is not only the 
mere accident of a change in the occu- 
pancy of the Throne ; there is no doubt 
there has been a great change in public 
opinion going on for several generations, 
by which the objections to the declaration 
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have become less and less tolerable, and 
as time went on and generations succeeded 
each other it has been brought more pro- 
minently into public view, and important 
considerations have been brought into 
discussion. Until the question was dis- 
cussed on the accession I do not think the 
majority of the people knew the kind of 
oath or declaration the Sovereign was 
forced to make. When they did know, it 
allected them in various ways. In parts 
where a strong Protestant feeling exists 


it was not received with reluctance, or, at: 


any rate, did not excite so much hostile 
feeling, but it was otherwise in those parts 
of the Empire where the Roman Catholic 


faith still prevails and commands the alle- | 


giance of large numbers of His Majesty’s 
subjects. It was startling to them to 
know that their Sovereign was forced to 
make this declaration on his accession to 
the Throne. When I say he was forced 
to make it, I mean to say the whole 
political machine would have come to a 
deadlock if he had not done so. The 
statute compelled him to make the 
declaration before he met his Parliament, 
and until he met his Parliament it was 
impossible that there could be any I:gis- 
lation. So until the declaration was 
made nothing further could be done, for 
the only machine that would enable you 
to take a different course—namely, the 
assent of Parliament to a repealing Act-— 
was in the very nature of the precaution 
of the statute of Charles II. excluded 
from political possibility. That being 


the case, it was found, among other | 


things, that the Sovereign was required 
to declare— 

“That the invocation or adoration of the 
Virgin Mary or any other saint and the sacri- 
fice of the mass 1s now used in the Church of 
Rome are superstitious and idolatrons.” 

It was thus brought home to the con- 
sciences of many millions of His Majesty’s 
subjects that the religion to which they 
were passionately attached was denounced 
in the most offensive form under statute 
by the Sovereign on his accession to the 
Throne. As your Lordships are aware, 
this knowledge produced a very strong 
fecling among Roman Catholic bodies, and 
Roman Catholic bodies are not the same 
as they were when the statesmen of 
Charles II. passed this law. I will not 
enter into the question what the par- 
ticular view of Irish Roman Catholics was 
then or is now, it would lead to much 


difference of opinion, but we have not to , 
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| deal with Ireland alone, we have Canada, 
Malta, Mauritius, and many more 
scattered communities now attache1 to 
the Church of Rome and subjects of 
the Sovereign of England, of whom 
that could not be said in 1680 when the 
was first enacted. It is not 
surprising, then, that strong feeling was 

I have received certain docu- 
ments from them, but I have some diffi- 
enlty in now dealing with these. I cannot 
lay them on the Table ; but, if any noble 
Lord likes to move for copies, the most im- 
portant of them are addressed to me and I 
shall offer no opposition. This which I 
hold in my hand is the most important ; 
it contains an enormous number of 
Maltese names, “sineere Catholics who 
haveheard of thispeculiarity inthe English 
Statute-book with great alarm and reli- 
gious indignation.” I cannot read the 
precise terms of the petition because it 
is written in Italian, but your Lordships 
will see the feeling is keen and strong and 
distinct ; and we have the signatures of 
British subjects in Malta who are Roman 
Catholies, and “ yield to none in loyalty 
to the British Throne, but whose loyalty 
to their Sovereign stands by the side of 
intense loyalty to their Church.” ‘The 
next is a petition of the Roman Catholic 
community of Mauritius, and it goes on 
to represent that the declaration 
that the Sovereign is by law required to 
make when he meets Parliament for the 
first time contains expressions highly 
offensive to His Majesty’s Roman Catholic 
subjects, and are at the same time un- 
necessary for the purpose of the declara- 
‘tion. They conclude wih a prayer for 
legislation to amend the declaration. 
Then I have an address from the hierarchy 
of Canada to his Eminence Cardinal 
Vaughan, Archbishop of Westminster. 
It is perhaps too long to read, but I may 
say it expresses in the strongest way the 
feeling that animates other members of 
the Roman Catholic Church in other 
parts of the Empire. That document is 
signed by the Archbishops of Halifax, 


OAV 


es cit dd. 


| Ottawa, Quebee, Montreal, Toronto, and 


a considerable number of bishops. 

What we say is this. One thing per- 
fectly obvious is that it represents a 
totally different state of things from that 
which presented itself to the eyes of the 
statesmen of Charles II. when they passed 
the celebrated Act with which we are now 
dealing. These Catholics are no doubt 
devoted members of our Empire. but 





1267 Royal Declaration {LO 


our King is their King, and they have as 
much claim on our King as we have, and 
it is not only intelligible, but quite natural, 
that they should look upon it as a real 
grievance that language of a most violent 
and objectionable kind should be used 


against the articles of their faith at the | 


most solemn moment of his reign by the 


Sovereign when ascending the Throne. | 


It has been brought to their knowledge 
by the discussions that have taken place, 
and we can imagine the pain, grief, and 
indignation which it has aroused in their 
minds. That being so, I do not think we 
have any choice but to bring it under the 
notice of Parliament again. Two 
hundred and fifty years have passed since 
it was last 
Parliament. 


since that time. The whole character of 


the Empire has been changed, and there | 
are objections now-—it was always open | 


to objections to the formula put into the 
mouth of the Sovereign which did not 
exist 250 vears ago. Ido not intend to 
treat this as, in any sense, a party ques- 
tion. It must be determined by Parlia- 
ment according to its own will in pur- 
suance and exercise of its supreme power, 
Our duty is fulfilled when we have sub- 
mitted to Parliament such considerations 
as we can devise, and when we have 
called attention to the state of things 
that now exists and the grounds there 
are for revising the action imposed upon 
the Sovereign at so solemn a moment. 
That being the case, we have proposed 


a Bill absolutely on those _ lines. | 
The object of the Committee 
was that these offensive expressions | 


should be withdrawn, and that so much 
change as was necessary for the purpose 
should be made in the new 
declaration. We never promised to go 
further than that. 
enter into the question; though we do 


not conceal our own opinion that a de- | 


claration is necessary or, or at all events, 
highly expedient for the maintenance of 
the Protestant succession. But that is 
not the point which we submit for the 
consideration of Parliament. 

What we desire Parliament to consider 
is whether it is not possible to attain this 
high object of policy without, at the same 
ume, giving statutory sanction, at a 
solemn moment, to words which in private 
life you would never dream of using to- 
wards the conviction of your friends. 
There is one other object of the Bill 
The Marquess of Salishury, 


under the consideration of | 
Many things have happened ! 


statutory | 


We do not desire to | 


RDS} Bill. 


to the critics of the measure hard to 
understand. They say that, after all, in 
the present day a declaration is not 
necessary. I do not think we should 
find unanimous acceptance of that view. 
But, whatever our views are, that is not 
the point for us now. We desire to give 
Parliament an opportunity of revising 
this language of antique date and of a 
most objectionable character, and do not 
desire to make any change beyond that 
elementary process. In the same way, I 
do not know that an allusion to certain 


| which explains many things which seem 
| 
| 
| 
| 


|doctrines is the most desirable way 
|of expressing our separation from 
ithe belief of the Roman Catholic 


Church or the separation of our Sovereign. 

Sut we could not remove these words 
without making a serious breach, a serious 
alteration in the declaration with which 
we are dealing ; and it seemed to us an 
essential part of our duty at the time to 
keep the alterations of the declaration as 
low as they possibly could be consistent 
with the chief object of providing that 
these offensive words should be with- 
drawn. Therefore, without expressing 
any abstract opinion with reference to 
doctrines, we think it highly expedient 
not to enter upon the discussion of those 
things, and not to alter the oath save so 
far as it is absolutely necessary to remove 
these offensive expressions, which irritate 
and wound our Roman Catholic fellow- 
subjects, and especially those whose acces 
sion to the Empire is later than the pas- 
sing of the statute. I will not enter into 
minute questions of wording. According 
to our usual practice, they are dealt with 
in Committee; and, in moving that the 
Bill be read a second time, we only ask 
the House to affirm that it is desirable to 
remove this offensive language from the 
declaration ; and, commending it to the 
favourable consideration of your Lord- 
ships, I beg to move that the Bill be read 
a second time. . 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2¢,— 
(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, it is 
somewhat difficult, after the speech we 
have just listened to, to oppose the Bill, 
because it would seem that by doing 
so one did not agree with the prin- 
ciples of toleration proposed by the 
Bill. Those whom [represent hold 
that it is quite possible to give absolute 
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justice and freedom and _ political rights, 
even more advanced than many noble 
Lords on the opposite side of the House 
would consent to, and yet maintain the 
principle, which we strongly hold, that we 
are a Christian and a Protestant country. 
We have fellow subjects in this Empire 
who hold non-Christian views. The King 
rules overalarger number of Mohammedan 
subjects than any other king or ruler in 
the world, and we give them justice while 
still maintaining that we are a Christian 
country, and therefore in creeds and 
declarations we must say many things 
which are not acceptable to them. We 
have a far larger number of Hindoo 
fellow subjects, and those who have been 
in India, as I have on two occasions, and 
witnessed the feelings of reverence for 
our late beloved Queen, and also for our 
present Sovereign, do not feel that we are 
doing anything that is unfair or unjust in 
maintaining our Christian position. We 
treat them as fellow subjects without in 
any way giving up what we believe to be 
our national inheritance and birthright— 
namely, the Protestant and Christian 
religion. The question before us is 
whether we are called upon to alter our 
constitution at the beck and request of 
the Pope of Rome, and those who govern 
that great and marvellous organisation, 
the Roman Catholic Church. We know, 
many of us, what an_ interest His 
Eminence the Pope takes in regard to 
this matter, and that he sends special 
envoys over in order to keep himself 
acquainted with the details of the pro- 
posed change. I was surprised to hear it 
contended that the Church of Rome and 
her leaders had altered so much during 
the last 200 years. I follow more than 
many of your Lordships their writings, 
and what they demand from us and say 
with reference to us. They speak out 
their mind pretty clearly, and we 
have working models in many countries 
of what happens where they hold 
supreme power. The question is, whether 
we are going to give them what 
they demand, for lately there has 
been a request, not only that this declara- 
tion should be modified, but for further 
alterations in our constitution and our 
legislation. In the Yablet, which repre- 
sents their views in very forcible lan 
guage, of 30th March last, it is stated 
“Tteannot be denied that the Low-Church 
section of the Anglican body and the Protes- 





tant masses venerally have very grave interest 
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| in demanding the retention of at least some 
| disavowal of transubstantiation in the oath 
on accession. It is their flag, so to speak, 
nailed over the threshold of the Throne, and 
on the very apex of the British Constitution.” 


| That shows the importance which they 
attach to this declaration. The ‘first 
reason which I give for asking your Lord- 
ships to refuse the Bill a Second Reading 
is that it has been prepared with undue 
haste. I quite admit that the principle 
has been before us for some time, but 
}some of us have not been able to get a 
copy of the Bill until the last moment. 
Some noble Lords who were interested in 
it tried to get a copy yesterday, but they 
were unable to do so. Some friends of 
my own applied at the printers, and were 
told they would probably procure a copy 
on Tuesday evening or on Wednesday 
morning, after the Second Reading. 


| THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 

Copies of the Bill were produced without 
delay, and were to be obtained on Mon- 
day night. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: I believe Lord 
3raye and Lord Halifax tried to get 
copies on Monday afternoon, but were 
unable to do so, but just before the House 
adjourned I succeeded in getting a few, 
which I distributed. There are those 
who are interested in the Bill who are 
lawyers, and who wanted copies to form 
}an opinion upon it, but they were not 
able to get them in time. Another 
reason why I object to the Second 
Reading is that the Bill satisfies few 
people. It does not satisfy those who are 
mostly to be benefited by 1t—namely, the 
Roman Catholics, for I believe | am cor- 
rect in saying that they are not prepared 
to accept any Bill containing words pro- 
nouncing against the doctrines which 
they hold. What they desire is to try 
to get rid of the declaration altogether. 
Then the Bill does not satisfy the High 
Church party, and certainly it does not 
satisfy those who belong to the Protestant 
societies throughout the United King- 
dom. Further, there are doubts as to 
the details, for the Bill, with regard to 
adoration of the Virgin, has been altered 
from what the Committee recommended. 
I have some literature on the subject 
» which I will not refer to, but I hope others 
may possibly refer to, which makes 
reference to the teaching of the Roman 
Catholic Church, and shows that adora 
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tion of the Virgin Mary is taught, and | came, some seventy years ago, that mem- 
that no one has a right to gainsay it.| bers of Parliament were relieved from 
I beg, therefore, to move the motion} these tests, and were allowed to sit 
standing in my name. | though Roman Catholics, the King was 
not similarly relieved, and upon him the 
old test still continued to be obligatory. 
“'To leave out ‘now, and add at the end Such is the plain history, The point is 
of the motion ‘this day three months.’”— | NOt vital to the controversy, but I cannot 
(The Lord Kinnaird). ~ |help thinking that forgetfulness with 
respect to this historical fact has confused 
*THE Lorp Bisuop or WINCHESTER : | the issue in the minds of a good many 
My Lords, in the peculiar position in| who have discussed it. Be this, however, 
which the discussion of this subject has | as it may, the declaration is certainly 
now landed us, and, above all, after the objected to, and objected to on two 
very weighty words which fell to-night | distinct and quite different grounds. One 
from the Prime Minister, I for one feel | objection is that it makes the King 
that we should be acting very wrongly | solemnly assure us that he is not, under 
indeed if we declined to give a Second | the sanction of a dispensation, telling a 
Reading to the Bill which has been brought | deliberate lie. To call for such an 
forward on behalf of the Government. | assurance is to imply that it may be 
Certainly I propose myself to vote for it, | needed, and to the removal of that part 
but in doing so I am anxious to dissociate | of the declaration I have never heard 
myself from all complicity in, and to| anybody raise any reasonable — ob- 
disclaim all responsibility for, the precise | jection. The declaration is also objected 
form of words which is proposed for our | to on the ground that it is needlessly dis- 
acceptance. May I for a moment recall | courteous or even offensive in the epithets 
what has been the history of this matter ?| it uses with regard to certain doctrines 
If one does so, | think it will be obvious | held by members of the Koman Catholic 
how much was to be said, and is still to| Church. The weighty documents from 
be said, in favour of the proposal that | the colonies, to which the noble Marquess 
was made by the most rev. Primate | has referred, called attention to that par- 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, that the | ticular point. I confess myself to be 
Report should be referred back to the} somewhat surprised by the extreme 
Committee for further consideration. | sensitiveness shown with respect to those 
No one, whatever may be his private} unhappy epithets, when I recall the 
opinions, can doubt, as the noble Marquess phraseology and the terms which, as we 
the Prime Minister has pointed out, how | are all aware, the high authorities of the 
difficult was the position in which the |} Roman Church are in the habit of using 
Government was placed when called upon | with respect to the Church to which 
to impose ona new Sovereign the making | most of your Lordships belong. | do not 
of a declaration which dates back to a/| say that two blacks make a white, I only 
totally different condition of things and| say that their extreme _ sensitiveness 
to times far distant from our own. But| strikes one sometimes as being a little 
I cannot help thinking that, to some | strained. 
extent, the difficulty is exaggerated in | But the objection was raised. It had 
the popular mind by forgetfulness of the | somehow to be met, and the Government 
actual history of the declaration. The} had before it several alternatives.) They 
declaration is commonly spoken of as| might have let the whole declaration 
though it had been compiled and put | alone, regarding it, say, as corresponding 
together to be taken by the Sovereign | with the archaic phraseology which we 
alone. That, of course, is a total mis- | heard at the trial the other day,or with the 
apprehension. It was put tozether to be | archaic garb worn by noble Lords on that 
taken, not by a Sovereign at all, but by occasion, Again the Government might 
members of both Houses of Parliament | have taken an extreme step, trusting to 
and certain other official personages. The | the Act of Settlement and the Coronation 
Sovereign was not then included, but in| Oath, and simply have abolished the 
the reign of William HI. it was enacted | declaration altogether, The — third 
that the declaration hitherto binding on | alternative, which, in) my — opinion, 
members of Parliament should be binding lwas the right and _— statesmanlike 
also on the Sovereign. When the time one, and was ;properly adopted, was 


Lord Kinnaird. 


Amendment moved 
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{23 Juty 1901} 


to endeavour to amend the words so as | 


to make them correspond with the facts of 
our own day. But, if this course was to 


be followed, it was necessary to con- 
sider in the utmost detail the words , 
which were to be used, because 


phraseology which might be tolerated if 
regarded as having come down for two 
hundred years, would obviously acquire 
a totally different character when re- 
garded as the phraseology chosen in 1901. 


It therefore became of the utmost import- | 


ance that the ipsissima verba should be 


weighed, formulated, and adapted in the | 


best and most careful way possible. The 
members of the Committee appointed on 


the motion of His Majesty’s Government | 
to consider the subject were noble Lords | 
who stand in the highest esteem in your | 
Lordships’ House, and whom it would be | 


impertinent for me to praise. Some of 


them were men who must necessarily | 


have formed part of any such Committee. 
But as respects several of the nine 
Members, the world has yet to learn 
that they have given special attention 
to the subtleties and technicalities of 
theological terminology. They met, and 
after one sitting—if report be true, not 
of a very long or laborious character— 
presented to the House the Report which 
was before us a week ago. In that Re- 
port very important changes were made 
in the Declaration. Attention was called 
in our recent debate to the fact that 
the Report was unanimous, but the diffi- 
culty of the position was surely empha- 


sised by the fact that of the three noble | 


Lords who addressed your Lordships on 
that occasion as members of the Com- 
mittee, two suggested changes, and the 


third thought that such changes, while 
not necessary, might be adopted. That 


was the unanimous Report which was pre- 


sented to us as the outcome of one very | 


brief sitting. The most rev. Primate on 
that occasion moved that the Report be 
referred back, and that additional names, 
not necessarily of bishops, should be added | 


in order that the House might have the | 


help of noble Lords who had given special 
attention to the subject, and who had 
special opportunities of knowing the 
opinions of thoughtful and_ intelligent 
scholars and others on the matter. I 
should have thought it an immense gain 
if some noble Lords of the Roman Catholic 
faith had found a place on the Committee, 
but all that the most rev. Prelate 
actually proposed was that the Com- 


) 


| 





| apprehension. 


Bill. 


mittee should be increased by additional 
names, and [that the Report should be 
further considered. That was not thought 
by His Majesty’s Government to be ‘de- 
sirable, and the motion was not pressed 
to a division. A few days later the 
Government introduces the Bill we are 
now considering, but, lo and behold, when 
the Bill is printed the declaration em- 
bodied in it is not the declaration 
the House approved in the Report 
of the Committee. Some Amendments 
have been made which may turn ont 
to be of larger import than at first 
appears. I do not say that the two 
changes which have been made in the 
Bill are not improvements. [ will not 
enter into that question now, but I do say 
they are matters of very great impor- 
tance indeed, and that they require to be 
most carefully considered before the 
House should be asked to give its assent 
to the Bill. They are, however, from 
their very sacredness, matters which it is 
practically impossible for us to adequately 
and properly discuss in an assembly such 
as this, and I feel that by these very 
changes strength has been given to the 
argument in favour of a more adequate 
consideration of words to which so much 
attention will be directed throughout the 
world. That consideration should, in my 
judgment, be given by a Committee some- 
what larger than, possibly somewhat 
differently constituted from, the Com- 
mittee which has already dealt with the 
subject—a Committee, too, which should 
weigh and discuss the matter at some- 
what greater length than has been the 
case at present. 

It is obviously impossible that the 
introduction of a phrase requiring the 
Sovereign to declare his assent to what is 
described as “the Protestant religion ” 
and the removal of the word “adoration ” 
can be adequately discussed in the House 
itself: both are matters extremely 
technical and extremely important. With 
regard to the former phrase, its vague- 
ness is such as might lead to great mis- 
Per. sonally I was grateful 
to the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack for what he said in debate as 
to the nonsense (I can use no milder 
term) of what is frequently urged against 
the popular use of a word so well under- 
stood as the word Protestant. But then, 
my Lords, we are not dealing now with 
popular or colloquial phrases, We are 
called upon to draw up a formal technical 
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document which is to become a part of 
the British Constitution, and the most 
minute care is therefore required as to 
what we say. Then, again, with regard 
to the word “adoration” in the connec- 
tion in which it stood in the declaration, 
I was, I confess, somewhat startled to 
hear it repudiated as a vulgar misappre- 
hension by noble Lords of the Roman 
Catholic faith. On returning home I 
referred to a great standard Roman 
Catholic authority, and in the very first 
passage I consulted I found the particular 
word “adoration” officially used in a 
way which covers the very phrase of the 
declaration in substantially the same 


connection. I mention that fact not | 
Committee might have taken. In the first 


because I wish to see the word replaced 
in the declaration, to which it really 
adds nothing, but in order to point out 
the rough-and-ready way in which these 
solemn and intricate matters appear to 
have been dealt with. The point I wish 
to make is not that I am objecting 
necessarily to the changes which have been 
made. But what I am objecting to is 
that there has not (owing to the insist- 
ence of the Government that these solemn 
and difficult subjects shall be considered 
in the whole House and nowhere else) 
been any possibility of their receiving 
appropriate and adequate discussion. 
The Government say, and I think the 
Government are right, that some declara- 
tion is now required, and for my own 
part, though I shall vote for the Second 
Reading of the Bill, I disclaim any com- 
plicity in the precise form which the 
declaration now takes, because I think 
it has been arrived at without adequate 
consideration. 


*ViscountT LLANDAFF: My Lords, I 
should be extremely glad if I could feel 
able to support the Second Reading of 
this Bill. The Committee were, no 
doubt, animated by kindly intentions to 
the body to which I belong. I have 


tried to persuade myself that the prin- | 


ciple of the Bill was this, that the declar- 
ation framed in the Bill of Rights was 
undesirable and ought to be altered, if 
not abolished. But I am bound to con- 
fess, after mature consideration, that 
what seems to be the principle of the Bill 
is, that it is proper to put into the mouth 
of the Sovereign at the moment of his 
accession an anti-Catholic declaration, in 
order that His Majesty may dissociate 


himself from and condemn certain tenets 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 
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of the Roman Catholic faith. The noble 
Marquess said with great frankness that 
the desire of the Committee had been 


simply to eliminate offensive expressions, 


but to leave the substance of the declara- 
tion exactly as it was in the Bill of 
Rights. If that be the right view to 
take, I am unable to vote for the Second 
Reading. I must enter my protest most 
distinctly against the accession of the 
Sovereign being made an occasion for 
putting into his mouth the condemnation 
of any lawful creed professed by any 
loyal subject of His Majesty. It seems 
to me that that is neither just. nor 
rational, 

There were two possible courses the 


place, there was the plain and simple 
course of abolishing the declaration alto- 
gether. I regard this declaration, the 
history of which has been given with 
perfect accuracy by the right rev. 
Prelate, as a relic of barbarism—a me- 
mento of one of the most discreditable 
periods of our history. It could go with- 
out the slightest danger to the Protestant 
succession, or to the Protestant Estab- 
lished Church. The security it affords is 
not worth the paper it is written on, and 
its abolition would seem to me to be a 
most statesmanlike, straightforward, and 
civilised course to take. The second 
course which might have heen adopted 
was to have framed a declaration of posi- 
tive belief, instead of a negative denial of 
the doctrines of other people. Such a 
declaration might have been framed which 
wouid have satisfied all rational men. As it 
is, His Majesty’s Government have taken 
a course which has pleased nobody. It 
has not pleased the noble Lord Kinnaird, 
and, as far as I could gather from the speech 
of the right rev. Prelate, it does not 
please the right rev. Bench. They see 
all sorts of theological blots and mistakes 
in the declaration even as it stands now. 
It certainly does not please the, Roman 
Catholic body, to which I belong. I think 
itis high time that this sort of contro- 
versial attack made upon us in public 
documents, on solemn occasions, should 
cease. I regret that, for the reasons I 
have indicated, I shall feel myself unable 
to vote for the Second Reading of the 
Bill ; but, on the other hand, I am un- 
willing to go into the lobby against the 
noble Marquess who has proposed the 
Bill, because I am sure his intentions 
were kindly and full of consideration for 
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us, and that he believed he was removing 
our grievance. I have stated what our 
action will be to-night; but when the 
Bill goes into Committee I shall support 
any Amendment by which the obje :tion- 
able features of the declaration can be 
altered or modified. 


Viscount HALIFAX: My. Lords, the 
object of this declaration is to exclude a 
Roman Catholic from the throne. It is 
an object, as Dr. Parker, of the City 
Temple, in his letter to Zhe Times of yes- 
terday points out, which 1s inconsistent 
with the principle of religious equality, 
with the right of every man, even the 
King, to liberty of conscience; and with 
those general principles of civil and 
religious liberty which no one in England 
ventures to deny. Passing this by, what 
I say is (1) that the declaration is not 
necessary, for the object it has in view is 
secured without it; and (2) that, if it 
were necessary, the declaration, as 
amended, is not the right way to secure 
the object aimed at. The words of the 
Act of Settlement, which is part of the 
statute law, provide— 


Royal Declaration 


“ That any person who is reconciled to the | 


See of Rome, or shall profess the Papal 
religion, or shall marry a Papist, shall be 
excluded and be for ever incapable to inherit, 
possess, or enjoy the Crown or Government of 
this realm.” 

Can words be stronger? Can any words 
be more stringent | In what way could 
you make them more effective for the 
object inview ? But these words are not 
all. They do not stand alone. There is, 
in addition to them, the coronation oath, 
and there is the fact that the King or 
(Jueen receives the Holy Communion at 
his or her Coronation according to the 
rites of the Church of England, a thing 
impossible for a Roman Catholic. I say, 
then, that the declaration is not necessary, 
for the object it is supposed to secure is 
secured already, and next I say that if it 
were necessary, the declaration in its 
original and in its amended form is not 
the proper way to secure that object. 
In the first place, it raises the whole ques- 
tion of religious tests in the most objec- 
tionadble way, it is insulting to many 
millions of the King’s subjects, and is 
keenly resented by them. Canada has 


{23 Jury 1901} 
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such a declaration—not the Emperor of 
Germany, not the President of the United 
States ; not the President of the French 
Republic—the Emperor of Austria 
promises to protect all the churches. 

If it is sought to justify such a declara- 
tion by a reference to the past, will not 
a reference to the past equally justify the 
King being required to abjure the doc- 
trines of the Independents ! It was the 
Independents who, when they had the 
chance, desecrated the churches, made 
the use of the Prayer Book penal, and 
transported the clergy, At this moment 


who is it who are seeking to dis- 
establish and disendow the Church 
of England? Is it the Roman 


Catholics or the Nonconformists ? 
Why pick out particular doctrines dear 
to many of the King’s subjects in order 
to deny them? Why is the King to be 
made to do anything so ungracious ? In 
India every respect is paid to the Moham- 
medan and Hindoo religions by the repre- 
sentatives of the Crown. Are the King’s 
Christian subjects less entitled to con- 
sideration at the hands of the King him- 
self? In the next place, consider the 
declaration, as amended, in itself. It is 
contrary to the whole sense and feeling 
of the House to be forced into a theo- 
logical discussion, but such a discussion is 
forced upon the House by the action of 
the Government. Does this House think 
itself competent to draw up exact theo- 
logical formule? I can conceive no body 
less fitted for such a task, unless it be the 
House of Commons. Does this House, as 
the noble Earl (Lord Rosebery) asked the 
other day, claim for itself the functions 
of an ecumenical council ? Mr. Gladstone 
used to say that there were seven doc- 
trines of transubstantiation. Which of 
these is the King to abjure? The 


| Eastern churches use the phrase, though 


protested against the declaration almost | 


unanimously. Similar protests have come 
from Australasia, India, Ceylon, Malta, 
and from other parts of the world. No 
other Sovereign or head of a State takes 


guarding themselves against being com- 
mitted to the consequences of the 
scholastic theology. Is the King to 
abjure the teaching of the East as well as 
of the West on the subject? The 
authorities of the Roman Church have 
lately been saying that the differences 
between them and the Russian Church 
on this point are infinitesimal, yet I never 
heard anyone say that the Duke of 
Coburg, when Duke of Edinburgh, had 
infringed the Act of Settlement or for- 
feited his right to the Crown by marrying 
a princéss who accepted the word “ tran- 
substantiation.” 
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But there is more than this. The | 


amended declaratien suggests by implica- 
tion that the terms “ transubstantiation,” 
and “the Sacrifice ot the Mass” are identical 
with statements on the same subjects in 
the formularies of the Church of England, 
but the Prime Minister, certainly the 
Bishop of Winchester, knows as well as | 
do that they are nothing of the kind. 
“The Sacrifice 
declaration is one thing; “the Sacrifice 


of Masses in which it was commonly | 


said ” of the Articles is another. ‘lo deny 
“ Transubstantiation ” simpliciter is one 


thing, to deny the “ transubstantiation | 
which overthrows the nature of a Sacra- | 


The | 


ment ” in the elements is another. 
words of the declaration as they stand 
would not have been accepted by some 
of the greatest English divines of the 
seventeenth century. They would not, I 
will venture to say without fear of con- 
tradiction, have been accepted by such a 
man as the author of the ‘Christian 
Year.” Does the Prime Minister, who, 
as Chancellor of the University of Oxford, 
opened Keble College with 
solemnity, wish to impose a test on the 
King which would have been rejected by 
such a man as Mr. Keble? The most 
rev. Prelates the Archbishops of 
Canterbury and York not long ago 
addressed a letter to Leo XIII. and the 
rest of the bishops of the Catholic 
Church laying down and vindicating the 
teaching of the Church of England on 
these very subjects. In that letter—and 
no letter could have been more carefully 
considered or more authoritative—the 
archbishops lay down that in the Holy 
Eucharist there is “no bare Commemora- 
tion of the Sacrifice of the Cross,” that “we 
pray in regard to the consecration that 
the bread and wine may become to us 


the body and blood of Christ ”—a phrase | 
in the canon of the Mass—and I would | 


ask the most rev. Prelates how it is 
possible to reconcile the statements in 


that letter with the meaning which in | 


popular estimation will be attached to 


this amended declaration if it passes ? | 
The archbishops know that they cannot, | 


consistently withtheircharacter of bishops 
of the Catholic Church-—and I suppose, 
my Lords, that we shall not deny them 
that title—and 


loyalty they owe to the Church of 
England, surrender the word “ become ” | 
in connection with the consecration of the 
elements, and it is because this is sO, 


Viscount Halifax. 


{LORDS} 


of the Mass” of the} 


much | 


consistently with the | 
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and because it is impossible for this 
' House to draw up any adequate declara- 
tion dealing with such points of theology, 
that I shall very earnestly ask your Lord- 
ships not to agree to the form of words 
proposed in the bill if the Bill gets into 
Committee. 

Then the Bill proposes that the King 
should be required to say that “he 
believes in the Protestant religion.” Even 
Mr. Samuel Smith sees the absurdity of 
such a phrase. What is the Protestant 
religion? Is it the religion established 
| across the Tweed? Isit German Luther- 
anism ? Is it the religion of the German 
Evangelical Church ? Is it the religion of 
Geneva? Socinians, Quakers, all the 
‘various sects of Nonconformists, call 
‘themselves Protestants. In the reli- 
‘gion of which of these bodies is 
'the King to profess his belief! May 
I remind your Lordships what the 
‘Lower House of the Convocation of 
Canterbury replied when they were asked 
in the year 1689, under William and 
Mary, to use the phrase “ Protestant” 
religion in reference to the Church of 
England? They refused to use the 
phrase on the ground that it was “ equi- 
vocal.” “Socinians,” they said, “ Ana- 
baptists, Quakers, assumed that title ; the 
Church of England was distinguished by 
its doctrines as contained in the Articles, 
Liturgy and Formularies,” and in those 
Formularies the word Protestant is not 
mentioned at all. I do not think your 
Lordships will wish, in this respect, to go 
further than William III., who refrained 
from using the word in consequence. 

Then, my Lords, consider the history 
of the declaration. Its germ, and most 
| of its pkrases, are first found in the Act 
or ordinance of the Long Parliament in 
1843 requiring suspected Papists to take 
an oath on pain of seizure or sequestra- 
tion of two-thirds part of all their goods 
The oath 


| and estates, real and personal. 
| Tan— 


“T do abjure the Pope’s supremacy and 
authority, and I do believe there is not any 
transubstantiation in the sacrament of the 
Lord’s Supper ’’— 


and so on in the words of the present 
‘amended declaration with other matter 
}added to it. The oath was amplified 
under Cromwell in 1656, and it was im- 
posed in its present share in 1679, under 
|Charles II., at the time of the wholly 
fictitious Popish plot for the express pur- 
| Dose of disabling Roman Catholics from 
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sitting in either House of Parliament. 
It is inseparably connected with the. 
name of Titus Oates and his perjuries. 
With such a history, I ask myself what | 
reasons the Committee can have had in 
recommending, and the Government in 
accepting, such a declaration as the one | 
proposed? The proposed declaration, 
except for the omission of two or three 
offensive words, is as objectionable as 
the one for which it is substituted. 
Why have not the Committee, with such | 
an opportunity before them, recom- 
mended something which would have 


Royal Declaration 


commended itself to the common sense of | 


reasonable people throughout the coun-| 
try? Ican only conceive one reason for 
the course they have adopted, and that is | 
the one suggested by the Prime Minister | 
himself a fortnight ago on the presenta- | 


tion of the Committee’s Report. The | 
Prime Minister asked what likelihood | 


there was of the original members of the | 
Commictee changing their unanimous | 


opinion if “theological experts,” as was | 


suggested by the most rev. Prelate 
and the noble Earl (Lord Rosebery), were | 
added to advise them? The noble Mar- 
quess did not, I am sure, intend to say | 
anything uncivil to the most rev. Pre-_ 
late or to the other members of the. 
Episcopal Bench—it was merely a hint | 
that, though a theological statement was 
in question, the whole matter lay outside 
the limits of theology. It was a confes- 
sion, emphasised by the whole of the | 
noble Marquess’s speech, that the Com- | 
mittee aimed at producing no suitable or 
sensible declaration, but merely one 
which should satisfy as far as possible a 
certain bigoted and senseless opposition 
outside. It was a confession of—what | 
shall I call it ?—timidity, the confession | 
of one who was doing what he felt to be | 
inconsistent with justice and common 
sense for the sake of keeping peace with 


those who are the very reverse of sensible | 


or just. 

My Lords, I think in this matter the | 
noble Marquess does not altogether under- | 
stand the country, or do justice to the 
great mass‘of his countrymen. There are | 
others besides the extreme Protestant 
party throughout the country who, though 
they do not agitate, have a profound dis- 
like to any such declaration as that pro- | 
posed. But, even were it not so, is it too | 
much to expect that a Prime Minister | 
with such a majority should lead in a| 


matter of this sort rather than be led? | bitter 
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; The extreme Protestant party has only to 
be faced to show how little it can do. It 
|can occupy a whole sheet of ‘The Times 
with a single advertisement; it can 
frases meetings in the Albert Hall; it 
can flood the House of Commons with 
| postcards ; it can get up letters to Mem- 
bers of Parliament, but the last election, 
when it tried its best, showed how little 
/it can do in any effectual w ay. No, my 
| Lords, the great mass of our countrymen 
_are neither so unjust or ungenerous as the 
Prime Minister supposes. They know 
| that true religion does not consist in 
abusing the Pope and never going to 
church. When they see a noble Duke, a 
member of this House—the Duke of 
| Norfolk—described in the public prints 
as the King’s bitterest enemy; when 
‘another member of your Lordships’ 
House, the Earl of Portsmouth, is lamented 
over as a lost sheep because he has ac- 
cepted an invitation to Arundel, they 
ask themselves whether human folly 
and bigotry can go any further. 
When they see what have been proved to 
be lies as to the bloody and traitorous 
| oath taken by the Jesuits to upset the 
British Constitution still unblushingly cir- 
culated after the fullest exposure and 
contradiction, they judge those who are 
| responsible for, or who do not disavow, 
such statements as they deserved to be 
be judged. It is the same party that 
| opposed Catholic emancipation that is 
| now opposing any reasonable alteration of 
| the declaration to-day. They threatened 
| civil war then—they are now shouting 
| “ Protestants to the rescue!” in the same 
| tone. But Catholic emancipation was 
| carried, and there was no civil war. It 
will be the same with this declaration. 
It cannot stand ; its disappearance is only 
a question of time. 

| Meanwhile, may I remind the House 
| that to vote for the declaration as amended 
is to attach the present sanction and 
| | authority of this House in a most definite 
| way to all that is retained? It is to 
make ourselves responsible for a declara- 
| tion which is condemned by the common 
| sense of the country, which is obnoxious 
/to great portions of the Empire, and 
'which, instead of helping to unite and 
weld the members of the Empire 
together, must, of necessity, whenever it 
is remembered—and the ‘matter is not 
one which will be allowed to drop—be a 
cause of discord and an incentive to 
feeling. I shall move on going 
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into Committee, if the Bill gets into Com- ; this Bill has taken, and though I ca:not 
mittee, the substitution of the following | help agreeing with the Bishop of Win- 


words suggested by the Bill. The decla- 


ration would then run— 


chester in his criticism of the course 
| followed by the Government, yet for all 


“I, A. B., by the Grace of God, King (or | that I think the House will do wisely to 


(neen) of Great Britain and Ireland, do 
solemnly and sincerely, in the presence of 
God, profess, testify, and declare that I am a 
member of the Church of England as by law 
established, the doctrines of which Church I 
unfeignedly believe and confess, and I do 
solemnly, in the presence of God, profess, 
testify, and declare that I do make this 
declaration in every part thereof unre- 
servedly.” 

As such it would be perfectly effective if 
such additional security is required to 
prevent a member of the Roman Catholic 
Church from ascending the throne, but 
it would outrage no one’s feelings. It 
would not touch disputed points of 
theology ; it would prevent the King 
being made ridiculous in the eyes of 
Europe ; it would assert what the King 
did believe instead of saying what he did 
not believe, and it would be some pledge 
that in the beginning of this new century 
we are all anxious to be just to one 
another, to live in peace with one another 
as far as we may, and to forget those 
unhappy religious differences which have 
too often in the past been so marked a 
feature in our history. 


*THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY: My Lords, I think the speech we 
have just listened to is a very good 
illustration of the mischief that necessarily 
comes from the course which has been 
taken in dealing with this matter. We 
have had a good deal of theological dis- 
cussion initiated by the noble Viscount ; 
he has thought fit to bring before this 
House various theological opinions which 
it is quite clear it is not the business of this 


House to consider. I do not intend tomake | 
any reply to what the noble Viscount has | 


said about statements of my own upon 
such questions as these. The statements 
that I have publicly made are sufficiently 


clear if anybody really desires to ascertain | 
_cise through a Sovereign who was under 


what are my opinions upon such questions 
as transubstantiation and the like; they 
have been made in a form very easy for 


any one to obtain, and they will be in | ( 
the Second Reading, and I hope the Bill 


But | 


this is not the appropriate place for dis- | 


themselves a sufficient reply to the 


insinuations of the noble Viscount. 


cussions of that kind. I am sure the 
House will be with me in my unwilling- 
ness to prolong such a discussion. But, 
though I donot like the exact form which 


Viscount Halifax. 


pass a Bill of this' kind, because, as the 
question has been raised, it is very import- 
ant that no mistake shall be made as to 
the attitude of this country in regard to 
this matter. 

There are various arguments that have 
been used on both sides, but the simple 
question is, How shall you adequately 
secure the Protestant succession! To 
have no declaration at all after what has 
passed would be simply to indicate that 
you did not hold that there was any 
longer a need for any such security. 
Now the security is required, not on 
religious, but on political grounds only. 
This country is determined to govern 
itself, and it will not have any interfer- 
ence from any outside Power ; the Roman 
Catholic body declares its allegiance to a 
supreme power outside this country alto- 
gether, and as long as that body is 
hampered in that way it is of the greatest 
importance that the Sovereign, holding 
such a position as he holds, and having 
such influence as he must necessarily 
have, shall make it perfectly clear 
to all of us that to that body he 
does not belong. The mode of doing it 
may vary, and I think it is possible that 
long and careful consideration might have 


supplied us with some better declaration 
than we have got before us. 
| ever it is implied that we undervalue in 


But when- 


any way whatever the importance of the 
Protestant succession, or when it is in 
the slightest degree inferred that this 
country is doubtful on that point, then 
we must stand quite firm to this—that a 
body which owes allegiance to a foreign 
Power cannot be allowed to exercise its 
authority, claiming, as it does, to be an 


infallible authority ; it is impossible for 


this country to allow such an authority 
to exercise such power as it might exer- 


such obligations. For that reason, 
although I do not like the form of the 
statement very much, I mean to vote for 


will be carried and will ultimately become 
law. 


THe Eart oF ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I think the course of this debate 
has not been on the whole satisfactory to 





1285 


the G 
tions 

troub 
are li 
tion f 
cours 
noble 
behin 
ing S} 
He w 
Oppos 
point 

regar 
view | 
pared 
vote 
Jutely 
any 7 
we co 
whose 
jntere 
convil 
appea 
of th 
Viscot 
even 

speak 
for th 
great 

Bisho| 
going 
it witl 
Bisho} 
tentio: 
bless | 
revert 
forme! 
the n 
declar: 


consid 


appeal 
those 
most 

but Is 
becaus 
legion: 
I thin 
Marqu 
—we 

the Pi 
draw |} 
anticip 
Bishop 
vote f 
extrem 
every 
Bill hi 
one wl 
ject. 

dlessin, 








1284 


not 
Vin- 
urse 
r all 
y to 
the 
ort- 
s to 
d to 


1ave 
nple 
itely 
To 
has 
that 
any 
rity. 
t on 
nily. 
vern 
rfer- 
man 
toa 
alto- 
y is 
test 
ling 
ving 
ily 
lear 

he 
g it 
that 
nave 
tion 
hen- 
e in 
the 
s in 
this 
chen 
at a 
eign 
e its 
e an 
for 
rity 
xer- 
ider 
son, 
the 
. for 
Bill 
ome 


My 
bate 
y to 








4285 Royal Declaration 


the Government. 
tions in the world, they have dipped into 
troubled waters, and I do not think they 


are likely to get any very great satisfac- | 


tion from the result. What has been the 
course of this debate? The moment the 
noble Marquess sat down the noble Lord 
behind me rose and in an uncompromis- 
ing spirit moved the rejection of the Bill. 
He was followed by the noble Viscount 
opposite, who, speaking from an opposite 
point of view, said that out of personal 
regard for the noble Marquess, and in 
view of the good intentions he was pre- 
pared to credit him with, he should not 
vote against him; but that it was abso- 
jutely and morally impossible for him in 
any way to vote for the Bill. Then 
ave come to the noble Viscount behind me, 
whose singularly earnest, eloquent, and 
interesting speech, though it cannot have 
convinced many of us, yet must have 
appealed to the most generous sentiments 
of the House. Then came the noble 
Viscount who, with equal emphasis and 
even more eloquence than previous 
speakers, repudiated any idea of voting 
for this Bill. We listened also with very 
great interest to the speech of the 
Bishop of Winchester, who, though he is 
going to vote for the Bill, did not praise 
it with any great cordiality. While the 
Bishop of Winchester expressed his in- 
tention to vote for the Bill, he did not 
bless it with any great cordiality. He 
reverted to the idea expressed on a 
former occasion, when he supported 
the most rev. Primate, to refer the 
declaration back for a more prolonged 


‘consideration by the Committee than it 
I wae one of | 


appeared to have received. 
those who tendered my support to the 
most rev. Primate on that occasion, 
but I shall not readily repeat that conduct, 
because, when he was speaking with 
legions behind him confident of victory— 
I think we could have run the noble 
Marquess hard if we had not defeated him 


{23 Jury 1901} 
With the best inten- | 


—we were a little disappointed to find | 


the Primate give us all away and with- 
draw his Amendment just in our keenest 
anticipation of success. Though the 
Bishop of Winchester has said he will 


vote for the Bill, he did so with the | 


extremest qualification, regretting in 
every sentence of his speech that the 
Bill had not been prepared by some- 
one who knew something about the sub- 
ject. Now, if that is to be the only 


blessing, as it is the only blessing which 
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the proposal of the noble Marquess has 
received in this House, I confess I feel a 
very gloomy prognostication as to its fate 
in another place. 

The most rev. Prelate has dwelt with 
force and an eloquence we all acknow- 
ledge, and which received a rare testi- 
mony of applause from your Lordships, 
on the unwillingness of this realm to 
submit to any foreign authority in its 
ecclesiastical or any other matters. The 
supremacy of the Pope, no doubt, is a 


doctrine to which any subject of 
this kingdom would’ be _ least 
likely to yield any sympathy, 


but that is one of those doctrines which, 
in the enumeration of doctrines in the 
declaration, is conspicuously omitted. 
The right rev. Prelate, with a linger- 
ing feeling in favour of a reference back 
to the Committee, is going to vote for the 
Bill because he repudiates a doctrine 
which the declaration does not repudiate. 
I think, therefore, I am entitled to ofter 
my sympathy to the noble Marquess, for 
he must feel, from the reception his Bill 
has met, that it cannot become law this 
year. This discussion, therefore, can be 
but purely academic, because if it cannot 
go from this House with a greater 
impetus than it seems likely to obtain, it 
is unlikely to successfully face the 
waves and rocks it will have to encounter 
—the extreme Protestant in the House 
of Commons on the one hand, the Roman 
Catholic bodies on the other. I would 
therefore humbly suggest to the noble 
Marquess whether it is too late to recon- 
sider that proposal for reference to a 
Select Committee which on a former 
occasion was abandoned in a manner 
which so affected our feelings. I do 
believe that if you could refer it to a 
Committee of a larger and more repre- 
sentative character, which should include 
members of the Roman Catholic faith, as 
well as Prelates from the Episcopal Bench, 
you might possibly evolve a declaration 
which might weather this House and 


possibly meet with acceptance in the 


Unless that course is adopted, I 
that neither will be 


other. 
venture to say 
satisfied. 


*Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, as I 
was the first to move that there should 
be a Joint Committee of this House to 
consider the question, perhaps I may be 
allowed to say two or three words in 
explanation of the position I shall take 
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up to-day. I must say that I am not | 
altogether satisfied with the Report of the | 
Committee, and I should like to support 
what has fallen from my noble friend, | 
Lord Rosebery, on that subject. I hope 
that the matter will be again referred to 
a Select Committee, which should include 
representatives not only of the bishops 

but also of Roman Catholics. When the 
question was first brought before us, I | 
remember stating that I thought it was 
better that there should be no Roman 
Catholics on the Committee, but I must 
confess I have since regretted it. In 
the first place, I am quite sure that if 
I had been on the Committee the delibera- 
tions would have lasted longer than 
twenty minutes, and, in the second place, 
I think that the Committee would have 
become aware, by representations made 
to them, of what was likely to be the 
result of their deliberations. When the 
Report of the Committee was presented 
to us, if I remember right, the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
spoke of the declaration as the “time- 
honoured” declaration; but I confess 
that to my mind the declaration is fraught 
with the history of terrible events, and 
misery and misfortune to thousands of 
Catholic Englishmen. It reminds me of 
the opinions of Lord Shaftesbury and the 
use he made of Titus Oates to foist this 
declaration upon Parliament. It was 
said of Lord Shaftesbury that he, when 
asked what was the best religion, replied 
that there was only one religion to which 
a wise man belonged ; and when he was 
further pressed as to what that religion 
was, he replied that a wise man never let 
his religion be known. I presume it was 
the desire of the Committee that the 
Sovereign should have that wisdom, for | 
he is required to belong to no religion as 
long as he condemns the Roman Catholic 
religion. It was, therefore, with feelings of 
great dissatisfaction that I read the Report 

of the Committee, which is now before us 
in the form of a Bill. The most rev. 

Primate alluded to the allegiance which 

Roman Catholics in this country owe to 
a foreign potentate. If he means the 
recognition of the supremacy of the Pope 
in matters of doctrine and in all questions 
with regard to the spiritual government 
of his subjects, I think he is right ; but 
if he means that that allegiance goes 
further and affects the civil duties of 
Roman Catholic subjects of this realm, I 

say he is wrong. On this matter I will: 


Lord Herries. 
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quote Bishop Doyle, who was one of the 
most illustrious bishops in Ireland at the 
He said— 

‘As the power of the State is.derived from 
God, and:totally independent of the Church, 
we recognise in the Pope no- authority what- 
ever to interfere with it.” 


He went on to say— 


“He who entrusted the Church to the: 
Pope has entrusted the State to the Sovereign.” 


Nothing could more strongly _ repre- 
sent the attitude that has been 
taken by Roman Catholics in this 


country during the last two hundred 
years. We hear out of doors accusa- 
tions of want of loyalty on the part 
of Catholics. I affirm that there are no 
more loyal subjects of the King, and none 
more anxious to do their duty to their 
country, than the Roman Catholies, and 
I despise and condemn those people who 
go about and say there is a divided 
allegiance on their part. I challenge any- 
one to deny that the history of the last 
two centuries shows anything but the 
most loyal feelings and actions among 
English Catholics. Catholies came for- 
ward at the beginning of the last century, 
when there was fear of invasion, and 
raised troops of Yeomanry, and I could 
name eight or ten of the principal Roman 
Catholics at that time who raised troops 
of Yeomanry to defend the shores of 
England when invasion was threatened 
by the Emperor of France. And in the 
present war, have you not to be thankful 
for the devotion of Roman Catholics? If 
the declaration were to have a positive 
character, in terms such as the noble 
Viscount read out, no objection would be 
raised on the part of Roman Catholics. 
It was only the other day that I was 
reading the Saxon coronation oath, and 
I could not help thinking how dif- 
ferent it was from the oath 
which it is now recommended should 
be retained. Would it not be better that 
the King should say, ‘‘ I am a member of 
the Church of England”? Who would 
object to that ? If His Majesty also took 
the coronation oath, I maintain that no: 
further security would be required to 
maintain that the King of England should 
be a Protestant. It was said a week ago 
that nothing would satisfy Roman 
Catholics. Sucha declaration would satisfy 
them, but we shall never be entirely 
satisfied so long as certain Articles of our 
faith are picked out for condemnation, 
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while other religions are not interfered | 
with. | 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | 
asa member of the Committee who are | 
responsible for the form of words now | 
put before your Lordships, I am anxious 
to make a few brief remarks with regard 
to some of the speeches which have been 
made this evening. My noble friend 
Lord Rosebery, as is his wont, dealt out 
very free criticism, but he has let us 
know very little of his inner mind on the | 
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subject of this declaration. We 
have not the least idea whether he 
is in favour of the abolition 


the Bill altegether, whether he is in 
favour of this modification, or what he 
may be in favour oi, except that he pro- 
poses that the Bill should be referred back 
toa Select Committee. He complained that 
there were no Catholie peers on the Com- 
mittee, but it will be within your Lord- 
ships’ recollection that it was by the 
desire of those peers themselves that 
they were not represented on the Com- 
mittee. 


| the House. 


THE EarL oF ROSEBERY : I never 
found fault with the Committee for 
having no Roman Catholic Peers on it. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My noble 
friend did, I think, say that it was a pity | 
there were no Roman Catholic peers on | 
the Committee. Other speakers to-night 
have suggested that this Bill should be 
referred to another Select Committee, 
and the argument used in favour of that 
course has largely been that by that. 
means an ecclesiastical discussion would | 
be avoided within this House. Well, my 
Lords, I think that if the Bill were | 
referred to another Select Committee the | 
Report of that Committee would lead to | 
quite as long a discussion in this House | 
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hardly dealt with. It has been accused 
of being ignorant and hasty, and of not 
having carried out the work for which it 
was appointed. It was not appointed to 
do away with the declaration, but to con- 
sider whetherits language could be modified 
without diminishing its efficacy for the 
security of the maintainance of the Pro- 
testant succession. I say that the Com- 
mittee would have acted altogether witra 
vires if it had reported that the declara- 
tion should be abolished. That was the 
view the Committee took. Before we 
had been in the committee-room five 
minutes it was evident that that was the 
view of the whole of the Committee. It 
then became a mere question of drafting, 
and I think the method adopted would 
commend itself to most reasonable men. 
It was thought that the best plan would 
be to cut out the objectionable words, 
leaving the words which were not objec- 
tionable and which bore a_ certain 
meaning. That course was adopted. I 
admit that a certain error was committed 
owing to our not having the benefit of 
seeing the draft before it was sent up to 
I believe that if the Com- 
mittee had seen it it would have received 
that amount of polish which it has since 


| received before incorporation in the Bill. 


The noble Lord, Viscount Llandaff, who 


‘always speaks so eloquently and so 
{ 


moderately, said that the Committee had 
put into the mouth of the Sovereign a 


declaration condemning certain Roman 


Catholic doctrines. After all, this country 
is a Protestant country, and we have to 
secure the Protestant succession. Now, 
what does the word “ Protestant ” mean, 
and what is “the Protestant religion ” ? 
The Protestant religion protests against 
certain Roman Catholic doctrines, and 
what can be a better way of giving voice 
to that protest than by making the 
Sovereign, the moment he steps on the 





as has taken place to-night, and, if it were | Throne, declare that certain Catholic doc- 
to go into the very technical points sug- | trines are not according to his belief, and 
gested, we should very likely get into a | therefore not suitable for him to hold as 
still more technical ecclesiastical dispute. | Sovereign of this country ! 
Iam but an unlearned layman, but I do| I assert that it is desirable that we 
maintain that this is not an ecclesiastical | should retain that declaration, in order 
question at all; it is a purely political | to secure from the mouth of the Sove- 
‘question, and one for politicians to deal | reign at the time of his accession a 
with, and I am bound to say that, in my | declaration of protestation against certain 
judgment, the Committee that was ap-| Roman Catholic doctrines. My noble 
pointed to deal with the subject was, as | friend Lord Llandaff suggested another 
far as is possible in your Lordships’) method of dealing with it. He said, 
House, composed of capable politicians. I| “‘make it a positive declaration — a 
think the Committee has been som2what | declaration of belief in the doctrines of 
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the Church of England.” That also 
recommended itself to Viscount Halifax 
and Lord Herries, but a declaration in 
the belief of the Church of England will 
not meet the question at all. England, 
no doubt, to use the words of my noble 
friend, is the predominant partner, but 
there is Scotland, and there are the 
colonies. There is nothing to prevent 
the King being a Wesleyan, or a Presby- 
terian. There are many Nonconformist 
bodies and various sects in this country 
which are as Protestant as the Church of 
England. It is not necessary that the 
declaration should be all -embracing. 
What we wish to secure is that the Sove- 
reign, on his accession, shall absolutely 
repudiate certain Roman Catholic doc- 
trines, and, for the purpose required, the 
doctrines mentioned are as good as any 
we could secure. I think the declaration 
recommended is a very satisfactory 
method of asserting what I believe to be 
the Protestant feeling of this realm. 
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THE Lorp 3isHop or SALISBURY : 
My Lords, I think I shall be right in 
following the most rev. Prelate the 
Archbishop of Canterbury and voting for 
the Second Reading of this Bill, but I 
confess I shall do so in very much the 
the same spirit as the Bishop of Win- 
chester, who has shown good reason why 
the Bill, as it at present stands, does not 
really carry out what we ought to aim at. 
What is it we ought to aim at in such a 
declaration as this? We ought not 
merely to aim at satisfying obvious and 
superficial objections, but to make the 
declaration suitable to its unique position. 
It is only since 1867 that the declaration 
has obtained this unique position. It 
was in that year abolished as a declara- 
tion to be taken by other persons than the 
Sovereign. Surely there has been a 
great change also in the attitude of the 
great body of which I wish to speak with 
all possible respect—the Roman Catholic 


Church. The noble Lord just now 
quoted from Bishop Doyle. He must 
have forgotten Cardinal Newman’s 


famous letter to the Duke of Norfolk in 
1874, in which he pointed out all those 
statements made by Bishop Doyle and 
others at the time were quite worthless 
hecause they had not the adhesion of the 
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was not a consenting party to those very 
solemn and, I think, very noble protes- 
tations made by Roman Catholics during 
| the first quarter of the last century, and 
they were afterwards treated as waste- 
paper. That brings me to this point,. 
why was it that the doctrine of tran- 
substantiation was chosen in the year 
1673? The most judicious historian of 
the period says that it was introduced 
because it was found that there was no 
other doctrine which could not be dis- 
|pensed with. It was introduced into the 
| House of Commons by two members, and 
|accepted on the ground that it was an 
| effective barrier to a Roman Catholic 
'ascending the throne. But since that 
|time the Church of Rome has changed 
| very much, and the supremacy and per- 
| sonal infallibility of the Pope have been 
introduced into the articles of faith of 
Roman Catholics. If we are to draw a 
| sharp distinction between ourselves and 
| Roman Catholies, it is far better that we 
| should do so upon the public ground of 
opposition to the Pope. I am not a 
believer in transubstantiation. I have 
| been, I believe, misrepresented on that 
| matter in one or two public newspapers. 
| I need not disclaim any sympathy with 
| the doctrine of transubstantiation ; but I 
| do think it would be a very great advan- 
‘tage if we could substitute some other 
‘test. My objection against the promin- 
| ence given to the point of transubstantia- 
| tion is, not that it is no longer a distinc- 
| tive difference between the two Churches, 
but that it is no longer the most obvious 
or appropriate distinction. I would most 
earnestly ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether they could not agree, after 





'the Second Reading, to refer the 
matter to a Committee. We should 
‘not, in such a_ critical period in 


the life of the Sovereign, when he is pre- 
paring to undertake the duties of ruling 
the Empire, call upon him to make a 
declaration which cannot satisfy in its 
present form any serious-minded man. I 
would point out a flaw in the wording of 
the declaration as it at present stands. 
It states that certain doctrines “ are con- 
| trary to the Protestant religion, in which. 
|I believe.” Are those words good Eng- 
lish ? We practise a religion ; we do not 
_ believe ina religion. Religion is a matter 
‘of worship, and is quite different from 





Pope. It was pointed out that no compact | faith. There is evidence of great haste in 
was of any efficacy unless the Pope was | the preparation of this declaration, and it 
a party to it, and we ‘know that the Pope } is impossible for these words to stand. I 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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hope, therefore, that it will be referred to 
a Committee. 


Royal Declaration 


LorpD BRAYE: My Lords, I should 
like to say two words on this question. 
Those who originally introduced the 
words into the declaration which are ob- 
jected to had ample justification, because 
they were consistent with the doctrines 
they held. No doubt they believed the 
faith of the Church of Rome to be iniqui- 
tous, and punished those who adhered to 
it with death. Now, however, the subjects 
of the realm have full liberty of religious 
belief, and the words of the old declara- 
tion are no longer necessary. Briefly, | 
why should not the declaration merely | 
say, “I renounce the Pope and all his 
works,” which I believe to be the sum- 
total of the Protestant creed ? 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: My | 
Lords, the note of this debate has been, 
as Lord Rosebery stated, that everybody 
was in the main against the Bill, but. 
there was a much more striking note— 
namely, that everybody was in favour of 
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a totally different alternative. It is true 
that a coalition of such peers as Lord 
Kinnaird, Lord Halifax, and Lord 
Llandaff would be perfectly capable of 
I do not deny 
that, but I am quite sure they would 
not be capable of putting anything else 
in its place. Unless you succeed in 
putting something else in its place, this 
declaration will go on and retain its legal 
power for an indefinite period. It either 
must remain or you must induce the 
House to put something else in its place. 
There is, in substance, no alternative 
which would command the assent of the 
_very variegated body by whom the de- 
claration is now opposed, and I do not 
think that that would be satisfactory. 
| Whatever faults you find in the Bill are 
faults in the enactment which is now law. 
If you succeed in destroying the Bill you 
‘will succeed also in perpetuating the 
present law. 


On Question, whether “now” shall 
stand part of the motion, their Lordships 
divided. Contents, 96 ; Not-contents, 6. 
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Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and com-/| A Bill passed through the State Legis- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole | lature of New South Wales, but did 


House on Tuesday next. 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
SION BILL {u.1.]. 


Bead 3% (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 


First Report from the Select Com- | 


mittee considered (according to order) 
and agreed to. 


LARCENY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, read 14; 
and to be printed. (No. 178). 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA— 
SALARY OF THE GOVERNOR GENERAL. 

EarL CARRINGTON: My Lords, I 
am sorry that, owing to a printer’s error, 
a portion of the question which I had 
given notice to put to the noble Earl the 
Under Secretary of State for the Colonies 
has been omitted. What I wish to ask 
the noble Earl is, whether there has been 
any correspondence between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Australian Federal 
Government with reference to the salary 
of the Governor General, and whether 
there has been any correspondence with 
the State (sovernors and the State Legis- 
latures, and, if so, whether he can lay the 
correspondence on the Table. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (The Ear] 
of OnsLow): My Lords, I am sorry 
that an error has crept into the Paper. 
The noble Earl did tell me some time ago 
that he wished to make this inquiry, but 
when I saw his notice on the Paper I 
thought, owing to the omission to which 
he has referred, that it had reference to 
another matter. I will, however, do my 
best to answer the question of the noble 
Earl without making the full inquiries 
which I should otherwise have made. 
The Governor General’s salary cannot be 
altered during his tenure of office, but 
some efforts were made, on behalf of the 
States, to make a contribution towards 
the establishment allowances and for the 
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[Teller.] Stanmore, L. 


Teynham, L. 


| not pass through the Legislatures of the 
other States. | Consequently the idea 
was abandoned, and the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies is now informed 
that the matter will be brought before 
the Parliament of the Commonwealth 
with a view of making some further pro- 
vision for the Governor for the purpose 
of entertaining and towards establishment 
| allowances. The Papers have not yet 
been sent to His Majesty’s Government, 
and therefore I am not able to give any 
‘information as to their nature. There 
‘has been some correspondence with re- 
| gard to the salaries of the State Governors, 
| and I understand that some Papers have 
| been published in Australia. I do not 
| know what they are, but if they have 
| been laid on the Tables of the Colonial 
| Legislatures there is not likely to be any 
difficulty in laying them on the Table of 
your Lordships’ House. At the same 
|time, I think it would be convenient to 
wait until the correspondence and the 
arrangements are finally completed for 
/making such provision as the several 
| States may make for the salary of the 
separate Governors. 





House adjourned at a quarter 
before Eight of the clock, till 
Thursday next, half-past Ten 
of the clock. ( 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 23rd July, 1901, 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. (By Orpen. ) 


Order for consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now considered.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.), in 
moving the Amendment standing in his 





purpose of entertaining, temporarily. 
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of private Bill legislation there had been |think it was of any use. Their next 
no more flagrant case of Parliamentary | excuse for the breach of faith was that if 
perfidy than was to be found in connec- | they were let off making the line from 
tion with the construction of the Cork to | Cork and Fermoy they would build a 
Fermoy line. At first he had been in-| bridge across the Lee, giving communica- 
clined to lay the blame at the door of the | tion with Berehaven, although they had 
Great Southern and Western Company, | been pledged before to build that bridge 
but, having read the correspondence that | within a reasonable time. The railway 
had taken place on the subject with the | companies now said they could not build 
Treasury, he concluded that the Great | the Lee bridge because they could not get 
Western of England were mainly respon- | the promised *‘ co-operation”’ of the 
sible. Bearing in mind that the com-| Cork Corporation and the Cork Harbour 
pany had stated before one of the Com-| Commissioners. It was true that the 
mittees that they would never venture to | word “ co-operation’ was used in the 
come to Parliament on any other matter | Report of the Committee, but it was 
before this pledge was carried out, it | absurd to suppose that this meant, as the 
would be for the House, when their Bills | companies now contended, financial co- 
come up next session, to treat them | operation. All that the Cork Harbour 
accordingly. The right hon. Member | Commissioners had promised was their 
for the Clitheroe Division of Lancashire | goodwill—not monetary or other assist- 
was chairman of the Committee which |ance. As a fact, the Treasury had, 
considered a Bill to create a new route | behind the backs of the Irish Members 
irom Rosslare to Cork. All the Irish | and in the dark, given away the power 
Members joined in acknowledging that | which had been specially granted by 
that right hon. Member had giventothe | Parliament for the making of a through 
Report and the examination of witnesses | route from Dublin to Cork. This was a 
a painstaking research and acumen matter which affected the whole of the 
which had seldom distinguished the | south of England, quite as much as the 
chairmen of Private Bill Committees of south and west of Ireland. because it 
that House. The new line was to be an affected the prosperity of the trade be- 
alternative to the existing route, and the | tween the two districts. A more mis- 
people in that district were to have a/ leading memorandum than that which 
competitive route, instead of being tied | had been sent to the Treasury signed by 
to the Great Southern and Western | Lord Cawdor, the chairman of the Great 
Railway Company, as in the past. The | Western, he had never seen. It began 
chairman of the Committee said that, | by stating that in the original Bill, as 
instead of leaving them at the mercy of | sent to the Committee in 1898, there was 
the Great Southern and Western Railway | no proposal whatever to make the Cork 
Company, he would bring in a great|and Fermoy line. That statement was 
English company whose word was their false and pernicious. The Committee 
bond. In paragraph 14 of the Report of | insisted, being convinced of the necessity 
the Committee—which was a Hybrid | of some such line as the Cork and Fermoy 
Committee—it was stated that the Ross- | line, sanctioned it, and at the same time 
lare and Fishguard Railway system, so| inserted a clause binding the Great 
far as Cork, would be under the joint Southern and Western Company to come 
control of the Great Southern and_/| in the following session for power to make 
Western Railway Company and _ the |a line from Fermoy, with a slight devia- 
Limerick and South Western Company, | tion. In other words, they passed what 
the latter having a  preponderating | was virtually an Abandonment Act, and 
influence. But a more direct route from | at the same time an Act authorising the 
Cork to Fermoy was to be the subject of | construction of a line to replace the 
another Bill which the promoters were | abandoned portion. It seemed to him, 
pledged to pass the following year. Three | from the action of the Treasury, that the 
years after that pledge was given the | Admiralty and the War Office must have 
Great Southern and Western Railway | stepped in and taken the matter out of 
Company opened up communications the hands of the Government. with a 
with the Treasury, and said the: + ould| view to the strategetic importance 
not make the line at all, as they did not | which they attached to keeping the 

| 
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French out of Bantry Bay, or from some | 
such consideration as that. The com- | 
pany now proposed to build a bridge in 
lieu of the railway, but what security had 
the House that they would build the 
bridge any more than the line? The 
House had only the word of the company 
for it. On the 3rd April last, nearly 
three years after they had pledged them- 
selves to construct this line, they wrote 
to the Cork Harbour Commissioners, 


saying— 


Great Southern and 


**Of course such a line could only be com- 
mercially constructed with the assent of the 
Cork Harbour Commissioners and the Cor- 
poration of Cork, but my directors are advised, 
and they themselves fully believe that, under 
present circumstances, no useful purpose would 
be served by the construction of the proposed 
line from Fermoy to Dunkettle, and if with the 
approval of the Cork authorities my directors 
were relieved of the obligation to construct 
this line, they would, notwithstanding that 
Parliament contemplated that the connecting 
lines through Cork should be constructed only 
at the joint expense of the Harbour Commis- 
sioners, the Corporation. the Cork and Bandon, 
and the Cork and Macroom Railway Com- 


panies, and of this company, be themselves | 


prepared to bear the whole cost of the con- 
struction of the connecting lines through Cork, 
without asking for any contribution on the 
part of the Cork authorities or railway com- 
panies.” 

The Cork Commissioners replied at once 
that— 

‘Without expressing any opinion at present 
on the subject of a connecting bridge, the com- 
missioners desire to make it clear that they 
never gave, or implied, any undertaking what- 
ever to contribute towards the cost of connect- 
ing the railways.” 

The suggestion that the assent and co- 
operation of the local bodies had been 
refused was absolutely false. The Trea- 
sury bound themselves by a parliamen- 
tary pledge to insist that within the year 
ending on the 3lst of this month the 
contracts for the construction of the Cork 
and Fermoy line would be let and the 
lands taken and the work commenced. 
That pledge was given through the 
mouth of the Financial Secretary, who 
was now the Secretary to the Board of 
Agriculture, but where was the con- 
tinuity between the right hon. Gentleman 
and the present Financial Secretary ? 
In July of last year Mr. Hanbury stated 
in the House that no portion whatever 
of the proposed Treasury grant of 
£93,000 would be paid until at least 
one-half of the work was completed, 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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and the grant as a whole was dependent 
on the whole work being completed 
before 1904, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man added that, in view of the apparent 
reluctance of the company to begin 
the Fermoy portion of the undertaking, 
he proposed to require the immediate 
payment of this sum unless a satisfactory 
assurance was at once given that the 
Fermoy and Cork branch would be under- 
taken and completed before August, 
1904. The Treasury released the com- 


|pany from the immediate payment of 


£93,000 in consequence of the pledge 
then given, and this pledge was embodied 
in a written undertaking, and yet the 
whole of that written pledge had been 
broken. We were now within ten days 
of the expiring of the time and not a 
single thing had been done, except that 
the company had written « lying letter 
bamboozling the successor of the right 


hon. Gentleman. The Treasury and 
Parliament had been diddled and 
humbugged. What was Parliament to 


do to compel these companies to keep 
faith? Was it to tolerate this kind of 
thing? The net result was, that in spite 
of the pledges and the written assurances 
given to the House, they were now told 
that the company had got the House 
to give them all these amalgamation 
schemes, and that they had got out of 
the payment of £93,000, but that they 
now hoped that the House would forgive 
and forget. He had no desire to prevent 
the making of the line to Cashel, but he 
would like to know what Parliament 
could do to compel this company to carry 
out its undertakings, and to keep public 
faith. He was quite content to with- 
draw his motion if the right hon. Gentle- 
man could give him some assurance 
that this matter would not be allowed 
to proceed. The right hon. Gentleman 
was the protection of minorities, and it 
was for him to see not only that the rules 
of Parliament were carried out, but also 
that parliamentary bargains made in 
good taith should be kept by those who 
made them for their own benefit. He 
regretted to learn of the death of Mr. Pope, 
who had represented the Great Southern 
and Western Railway Company in these 
transactions. That great lawyer said 
in the committee-room, “ This project 
of giving Ireland a new through route 
has for me an extraordinary attraction.” 
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He never left the Committee room while 
the question was under consideration, 
and it was certain he would be the first 
man to condemn this attempt of his 
former clients to evade their solemn 
undertaking. In conclusion, the hon. 
Member said that he had no prejudice 
in this matter, and he approached the 
consideration of the question with an 
open mind. He merely stated that if 
Parliament was prepared to allow great 
railway companies to override Acts of 
Parliament, the functions of Parliament 
would be at an end, and no Committee 
would ever again be able to trust the 
word of a railway company. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words ‘this 
House is not prepared to consider any Bill re- 
lating to the Great Southern and Western 
Company’s system, until that company has 
given effect to the parliamentary undertakings 
for which it is responsible respecting the con- 
struction of the Cork and Fermoy line under 
the Acts of 1898 and 1899.”—(Mr. T. M. 
Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Str U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) said that, as the 
chairman of the Committee which had 
considered the original Bill, he trusted 
that the strongest view would be taken 
both by the Government and the House 
of the attempt to evade their obligations 
on the part of these two great railway 


companies, who were united under the | 


concession granted to them three years 
ago by a very strong Committee specially 
appointed by this House, and that they 
should not be released from the solemn 
obligations they had then entered into. 
The concession which was then granted 
to them was a very large and a very 
exceptional one. In some respects it 
was a great monopoly, and the Com- 


mittee had taken great care in granting | 
that concession to consider all the obliga- | 


tions which they were bound to lay on 


the company in order that the public | 


interests might be properly secured. 


The obligations placed upon the company 
were so numerous that he would not | 
attempt to state them to the House, but 
One was this: 


among them were two. 
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When the Bill came before the House 
there was a disposition on the part of the 
company to try and withdraw that por- 
tion of it which provided for a short route 
from Fermoy to Cork. If that portion 
of the scheme had been dropped, as the 
company desired, all the traffic would 
have had to go several miles round by 
Mallow. There were other objections 
to the company being allowed to drop 
that part of the Bill. One of the obliga- 
tions to which the company solemnly 
pledged themselves was that they would, 
in deference to the unanimous view of the 
Committee, make this line from Fermoy 
to Cork. It was in order that they 
might wriggle out of that solemn pledge 
given to the Committee, and embodied 
in two Acts of Parliament—the Act 
passed in 1898 and another Act passed 
by a Committee of which he had also 
been chairman in 1899—that the com- 
pany had approached the Treasury, who 
had a voice in the matter. Not only had 
Parliament the usual power owing to 
those Acts which had been passed of 
keeping the company to its obligations— 
as he hoped Parliament would do—but 
owing toa grant of public money advanced 
by the Treasury being involved, and 
owing to the Committee having insisted 
on the agreement with the Treasury being 
scheduled to the Act, the Treasury also 
had a great power, by insisting on pay- 
ment ot a certain sum of money to keep 
the company to its obligations. He 
hoped the Treasury would stand abso- 
lutely firm upon that. He was under 
the disadvantage, and so was the House, . 
of not having had an opportunity of 
seeing the correspondence alluded to by 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down. That some hocus-pocus had been 
attempted was pretty plain, but he was 
bound to tell the House that the Com- 
mittee had considered they ought to take- 
exceptional precautions with one of those 
companies on account of what he would 
characterise as the short-sighted, selfish 
policy that had been pursued for years. 
past with respect to the city of Cork. 
That opened the Committee's eyes to the: 
importance of binding down the two 
companies in a way which, perhaps, 
exceeded the ordinary practice of Parlia- 
mentary Committees. The Committee 
tied down the two companies most 
specially in the clauses that had been: 
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read. But when he spoke of the treat- 
ment of the city of Cork by the ime! 
Southern and Western Company which | 
made a profound impression on the Com- | 
mittee, and led them to take the steps | 
they did in the course of their inquiry, 
he would also say that the policy pursued 
by that company was in the opinion of the 


Great Southern and 


Committee not only hostile to the public | 


interests, but hostile to their own in- 
terests, and was a policy of what he would 
call penny-wisdom and pound-folly. He 
most thoroughly believed that in this 
attempt now to evade the obligations 
laid by Parliament on the company a 
similar policy of penny-wisdom and 
pound-folly was being pursued. If this 
connecting link was not made, the route 
from Cork to the west of England would 
not be that desired by the Committee, 
who had only granted that great con- 
cession to those companies in the belief 
that there would be constructed a railway 
giving first-rate through communication 
from London, Wales, and the west of 
England to Cork, and to that important 
district of the west of Ireland lying 
beyond Cork. Before he sat down he 
would refer to the idea mooted by the 
company that they would offer an alter- 
native to the construction of this railway. 
But what did they offer? They offered 
as an alternative to carry out a second 
obligation—one of many, but a second 
obligation which they equally solemnly 
undertook, namely, with the co-operation 
of the city of Cork, to connect this new 
system with that particular district for 
the benefit of the fishing and agricultural 
industries. He hoped the House of, 
Commons and the Government would | 


not for a moment entertain the idea that, | 
because the company offered to carry out | 


one of their obligations, they, therefore, 
should be let off carrying out the other, 
The hon. Gentleman had read a_para- 
graph of the Report containing the 
word ‘co-operation,’ and it was 
perfectly true that that word as used 
there eould not have been intended to 
mean financial co-operation. If they 
had had financial assistance in view, the 
-Committee would have taken care to 
have put that in the Report. What was 
meant was that the company should be 
civen power to make this line, and that 
‘tthe Commissioners should co-operate 
with them in the construction of a bridge 


Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth. 


{COMMONS} 
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across the river Lee, which would be 
greatly to the advantage of the south- 
west of Ireland, namely, of all parts of 
the country beyond Cork. 
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THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
| SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
| E.) said there were several questions 
which had been mixed up in the course 
of the debate, but it seemed to him that 
the first question before the House was 

what was best for the district which was, 
or might be, served by those two lines 
'of communication. He thought every- 
body would admit, probably even the 
hon. and learned Gentleman who initi- 
ated the debate, that the most important 
thing in connection with that route was 
the joining up of the west of Ireland with 
the west of England by direct communi- 
cation. That, broadly speaking, and 
putting aside all other points, was 
the real question before the House— 
What was the best thing to be done 
from the point of view of Ireland? 
The right hon. Gentleman who had 
just spoken had told the House that 
the railway company was bound to 
make that through communication quite 
irrespective of all consequences about 
the line from Cork to Fermoy. He con- 
fessed he did not quite understand what 
the rights of that question were. It was 
not quite so clear as it would appear from 


the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 


opposite, who ought, as chairman of the 
Committee, to know. If he were rightly 
informed, the Committee had made it a 
condition that that through line should 
be made with the co-operation of the 
Cork authorities. That co-operation had 
not been granted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It has. It has 
never been refused. The only thing they 
have refused is to allowthe abandonment 
of the Cork and Fermoy line. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had there 
a volumeof correspondence on the subject 
which he quite admitted he had not had 
an opportunity of reading—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
No one else has. No one in the House 
has seen this correspondence. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR : Quite so. He 
had not read the correspondence, but he 
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had seen one or two of the letters, and it | 
was quite evident that, if the co-operation | 
of the Cork authorities had not been | 
refused, at all events it had not been | 
given. Difficulties had been raised by 
the local authorities as to the building 
of the bridge over the river. It was not | 
plain on the face of the correspondence | 
that theCork authorities hadco-operated | 
with the railwaycompany in the manner 
which might have been anticipated. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the right 
hon. Gentleman was quite mistaken, 
The Cork Harbour Board and the Cor- 
poration were willing that the company 
should make the bridge, but they were | 
not willing to allow them to get out of 
their obligation to make the Cork to 
Fermoy line. 








Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: He would come 
to the Cork and Fermoy line directly, 
but he could assure the hon. and learned | 
Gentleman, who probably had facilities | 
which he had not, that certainly, so far as | 
he could gather froma glance at the corre- | 
spondence, the railway company seemed | 
to have been writing week after week and | 
month after month in connection with | 
the bridge over the Lee. Whether it was 
now settled, and the authorities of Cork 
were prepared to co-operate, he had no | 
notion. So much for that branch of the 
question, upon which he did not feel he | 
had the information at his disposal to | 
enable him to give an opinion to the | 
House. But there was something in a} 
sense more important than the com- | 
mercial and financial interests of the | 
South and West of Ireland at the bottom | 
ofthe matter. There was what the right | 
hon. Gentleman opposite had told the 
House, which appeared, so far as he could 
gather, to be absolutely the fact. The | 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland | 
had been given, in a Bill which was 
bitterly opposed, a privilege which they 
asked on certain specific conditions. If 
there was any doubt as to the conditions, 
there was no doubt that one of them 
was the building of this line from Cork | 
to Fermoy. His opinion was that once | 
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to have been entered into. It might be 
that the money to be spent on this line 
had much better be spent in carrying out 
other railway works in the south and 
west of Ireland. Upon that point he did 
not offer an opinion, though he inclined 
to the opinion that the money prob- 
ably might be better spent. But that 
did not alter the fact that a bargain 
had been made in the most solemn 
manner’ before two Committees 
—the Committee of that House and the 
Committee of the House of Lords—and 
that it was in consequence of that bargain 
that the railway company obtained from 
the House the privileges it now enjoyed. 
He thought they must distinguish that 
question from the question of expe- 
diency, and he did think the railway 
company were bound to carry out the 
bargain into which they had entered. 
However, the Treasury had nothing to 
do with the matter, except so far as 
regarded the calling up of the £93,000, 
which, as his right hon. friend the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture had 
told the company, they would have to 
pay unless they built the line. He con- 
fessed he did not see any alternative in 
the matter. When that money was 
called up it appeared that the Treasury 
would have done all they could be ex- 
expected to do in connection with this 
question. For the rest, it would be for 
the House to decide whether the bargain 
made with one of its Committees was 
not to be fulfilled by the railway com- 
pany. One word before he sat down 
in regard to the Bill before the House. 
It had no connection with the Cork and 
Fermoy line or with the construction of 
the bridge over the river Lee, but it was 
a Bill, the object of which was to improve 
the conduct of traffic between the south 
of Ireland and England. It was an 
omnibus Bill, and in his judgment the 
House would act very foolishly if it 
attempted to penalise a railway company 
by refusing to pass an omnibus Bill 
simply because the company had in- 


‘curred, and perhaps justly ineurred, 


suspicion in relation to certain matters. 
Let the House refuse in the future to 








a railway company came before a Com-| remit to another Committee what one 
mittee of that House and got a Bill for | Committee had already decided ; let the 
value received, it ought to carry out its House refuse to allow a company to go 
obligations. It might be that the obliga-| back upon a parliamentary bargain ; 
tion ought not, in theinterests of Ireland, | but it would be unwise in the interests 
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of the travelling public, leaving out of 


consideration the shareholders, to penalise | 


this or any other company because they 
had incurred the displeasure of the 
House in connection with an entirely 
different matter. Therefore he would 


suggest that this Bill, having been duly 


before a Committee, ought to be read 
a third time ; but hereafter if either the 
Treasury or the House was asked to 
release the companies from a_ bargain 
into which they had solemnly entered 


for value received, then an _ entirely 


different set of considerations came in, 
and probably a different course ought 
to'be taken. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he was 


sure the Irish Members had listened with | 


satisfaction to the concluding words of 
the First Lord of the Treasury. The 
point was that in this matter of £93,000 
it was only by means of debates of this 
kind that Parliament could put pressure 
on the company to discharge its obliga- 
tions. The communities in the south 
of Ireland heard with amazement and 
indignation the statement which was 
recently made by the Secretary to the 
‘Treasury. He had, week after week, 
put questions on this point to the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, and information 
had been refused, and at the last moment 
they found out in a very unsatisfactory 
manner that a long correspondence had 
been going on between the railway com- 
pany and the Treasury. It seemed very 
strange that, without consulting the 
public opinion of the districts concerned, 
this company should have been able to 
earry on this correspondence hehind 
their backs—and that with a great 
public Department like the Treasury. 
He complained that this correspondence 
had not been given to them in time to 
be used in this debate. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- | 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said he could 


not possibly have the correspondence | 


printed and circulated in the usual way, 
because it was only on the previous day 
a question was asked about it. 


Mr. FLYNN said there appeared to be | 


too much of a suspicion of backstairs 
negotiations in the matter. Something 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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subterranean had evidently been going 
on, and this was not creditable toa great 
public Department like the Treasury. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he desired to point the moral of what 
had occurred. This wasa matter in which 
the great body of the Irish Members 
were interested, and no communication, 
good, bad, or indifferent, had been made, 
from any English source to any of the 
Irish Members. By mere chance 
rumours reached some of them, and a 
question was put. Then they were in- 
formed by the Secretary to the Treasury 
for the first time that the Treasury had 
had this matter before them, that this 
railway company had asked permission 
to evade their obligations, that the Trea- 
sury had referred the matter to the 
Irish Office, that the Irish Office had 
approved of the proposal of the company, 
and that on this approval being given the 
Treasury had given their sanction. Irish 
Members had heard with great pleasure 
the speech of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury. On being called in, the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken an entirely dif- 
ferent view, and reversed the decision of 
the Irish Office and the Treasury. The 
moral he wanted to point was that it was 
an inconvenient method of transacting 
Irish business for the Irish Oftice and 
the Treasury to attempt to come to de- 
cisions on purely Irish affairs without in 
any way consulting the representatives 
ot [rish public opinion. The humiliating 
position in which the Treasury and the 
Irish Office now stood was one they never 
would have got into if they had taken the 
ordinary precaution of consulting the 
representatives of Irish public opinion. 
He was glad that the hon. and learned 
Member who had initiated the discussion 
had stated that he would not divide the 
House. If he divided, he (Mr. Redmond), 
for one, should have voted against him, 
because, although he entertained strong 
views on the action of the company, his 
views were so strongly in favour of this 
Bill that he would not vote against it. 
The Bill would be of great benefit to 
guarantors of the counties of Kerry and 
Limerick, and it proposed to construct 
a line to Cashel, and therefore he could 
not have supported the hon. and learned 
Gentleman if he had pushed his motion 

to a division. He (Mr. Redmond) was 
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exceedingly glad to hear the First 
Lord announce that the Treasury would 
at once call up the £93,000. That wasa 
sum which had been originally lent by 
the Treasury for the construction of 
railways in Co. Waterford, and he had 
always felt that it should be spent for the 
benefit of the county. As a member of 
the Committee presided over by Sir U. 
K. Shuttleworth he had agreed to this 
money being devoted for the purposes 
of the whole line, but only with very 
great hesitation, and only when he had 
evidence of the enormous good which 
this great through line would bring to 
the whole of the south of Ireland. Now 
that this money was to be called in, he 
agreed with the First Lord that it might 
be more usefully, or at any rate more 
fairly, expended in the future than it 
would have been under that scheme. 
He did not wish to discuss the matter 
further, as he had merely risen to point 
the moral that the First Lord had to 
throw over the Treasury and the Irish 
Office, because neither the one nor the 
other had taken the trouble to consult 
Irish opinion. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.) 
urged that the construction of a bridge 
to connect the Cork and Bantry Railway 
with the Great Southern and Western 
Railway would assist the congested dis- 
tricts, develop the fishing industry, 
and assist the transit of agricultural 
produce. As to the “co-operation ”’ 
of the Cork local bodies, if they acted 
towards this scheme in a selfish and 
niggardly spirit, he trusted that that 
would be remembered by the House when 
the Cork authorities came for further 
powers. 


Mr. BARRY (Cork Co., 8.), as a 
Member for the western portion of the 
county of Cork, wished to emphasise 
the importance o° through communica- 
tion for the purpose of the transit of fish, 
butter, and cattle. At the present time 
fish and butter and other produce which 
came up to Cork from the West Riding 
were placed at the great disadvantage of 
having to be unloaded at the terminus 
and transported across the city. He 
had no intention of taking isolated action 
in this matter, but he thought that these 
facilities ought to be given to the com- 
pany and this link line completed. 


{23 Jury 1901} 
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Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


said that as the chairman of the Irish 
Railway Reform Association he took a 
much larger and more comprehensive 
view of this matter than had been taken 
by previous speakers. The real question 
at issue was whether railway companies 
were to govern the House of Commons 
or the House of Commons were to govern 
railway companies. The Great Southern 
and Western Railway, instead of im- 
proving facilities, lowering the rates, 
and helping their customers, had simply 
put on the screw. They had come down 
to the House and said—We will not 
build this Cork and Fermoy line, and not 
build this bridge across the Lee. Rail- 
way companies had now become legis- 
lative rather than commercial bodies ; 
they governed the House of Commons 
and the House of Lords. There were 
in the House of Commons seventy-eight 
and in the House of Lords forty-eight 
railway representatives. If the House 
of Commons allowed these two great 
companies to override it in this way 
there was an end of railway legislation. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) 
joined his colleagues in urging that, in 
the interests of the agricultural and 
fishing industries, this link line should be 
constructed, and that the companies 
should not be allowed to go back upon 
their solemn pledges to Parliament. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said 
the House of Commons was over-ridden 
by railway directors and railway mana- 
gers, and the Irish Office also had been 
over-ridden in a similar manner. He 
believed that the people of the south of 
Ireland lost their trump card the day 
they assented to the amalgamation. 
That was the time when the Cork and 
Limerick and Cashel should have stood 
out against the amalgamation and 
insisted on their rights. Instead of that 
they consigned their interests to this 
merciful House of Commons, which was 
largely composed of railway men. There 
seemed at the present time to be no 
remedy for these matters, because the 
House was in the hands of the railway 
interest. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that, after 
the statement made by the First Lord 
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of the Treasury, he would ask leave to 
withdraw his Amendment, but at the 


same time he must express some surprise | 


that no one on behalf of the company 
had thought it worth while out of the 
respect due to the House to explain 
the position of the companies, but that 


they had allowed this debate to pass | 
in silence. | 


against them practically 
The present position of the Great Western 
and the Great Southern and Western 
was that they had been convicted in the 
face of Parliament of a shameless breach 
of faith. 


Mr. DAVID M‘IVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said that, as a director not 
only of the Great Western Railway but 
also of the Fishguard and_ Rosslare 
Railway which was practically in partner- 
ship with the Great Southern and 
Western. he was in a position to say that 
they had never for one moment denied 
or sought to deny the Parliamentary 
obligation that was cast upon them to 
make this Cork to Fermoy line. What 


they did say was that it was not in the, 
interests of the district that that par- | 


ticular line should be made. 


Me. T. M. HEALY: What is your 
title to say that now ? 


Mr. DAVID MIVER: What possible 


object can the Great Western have 


except to do that which is best for the 
south of Ireland ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : In whose opinion ? 
Mr. DAVID M IVER repeated that in 


doing what was in the interests of the 
public they were doing that which was 
best for their own interests as a great 
railway company. What they wanted 
to do was this. He was speaking both 
for the Great Western and for the Fish- 
guard Railway. They wanted to make 
a thorough good route to the south of 
Ireland. They wanted to benefit Ireland. 
In so doing they would benefit themselves. 
They had no possible object in desiring 
to avoid making any railway which 
could possibly pay its expenses. With 
regard to this particular line he admitted 
that they did not think it was in the 
interests of the company that it should 
be made, but the obligation was upon 


them. and. if it was insisted upon, the | 


Mr. 7. M. Healy. 
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| line would be made. What was the 
| position of the railway company as a 
commercial undertaking? If this rail- 
way was made, a railway that could not 
pay, and one that was not necessary 
to the scheme, in some way or other its 
expenses would have to be met. It 
must be more or less a burden upon the 
trade of the district. It was not in 
the interests of the south of Ireland 
that the line should be made. If they 
thought differently, the Fishguard Rail- 
way Company in no way wished to avoid 
doing what they had pledged themselves 
to do. They had never for one moment 
desired to evade their obligations. He 
did not think it worth his while to reply 
in any way to the perfectly uncalled 
for statements as to their chairman 
Lord Cawdor, whom thev loved and 
respected, and who was well known 
to many Members of this House. None 
who knew him could doubt for a moment 
that he would be the last man to wish 
to evade any obligation that he had 
undertaken. But for the hon. and 
learned Member’s concluding remarks 
he should not have troubled the House 
atall. He thanked the House for kindly 
allowing him to say those few words. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) proposed 
to move to recommit the Bill in order 
that he might move— 

“That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
on Great Southern and Western Railway 
(recommitted) Bili [Lords] to insert provisions 
that no preferential railway rates shall be 
allowed to passengers staying at any hotels at 
present owned or in future to be acquired by the 
Great Southern and Western Railway Com- 
pany, and also to prevent in future unequal 
charges for the carriage and delivery of goods 
being fixed by the said railway company.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that if the 
Bill were recommitted, he would have 
co rule the Instruction out of order. 
The charges to be made by the company 
to customers travelling on their lines 
and using their hotels was a general 
matter of railway law ; so was the ques- 
tion of unequal charges ; neither ques- 
tion could be discussed on this Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY pointed out that 
the Bill authorised the company to 
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raise additional capital, to be applied | 


to the hotels already in existence ; and 
he contended that the House ought 
not to give them that privilege except 
upon a pledge that the hotels would 
be conducted in a fair and reasonable 
way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | 


for East Kerry is, I understand, seeking 


to raise the general question of the 


company making a charge to their 
customers which shall include travelling 
and maintenance at their hotels. That 
is a general question of railway law, 
which cannot be dealt with on a par- 
ticular Bill. 


Mr. MURPHY: Am [I entitled to 
move to omit the clause dealing with 
hotels ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, but first of all 
the question must be disposed of, “ That 
the Bill be now considered.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill considered. 


Mr. MURPHY said that a few facts 
which he would place before the House 
of Commons would, he thought, say a 
good deal more in favour of the motion 
which he proposed to move than any 
words which he could utter. One of the 
hotel keepers in Kerry had given him 
the figures in reference to this matter. 
The cost of a first class return ticket to 
Killarney was 45s., but the cost with three 
days board and lodging at the Great 
Southern Hotel was only 55s. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
was now attempting to do a thing which 
he had already ruled was not in order. 


Mr. MURPHY said that that being 
so, he would move to omit Clause 34, 
which was the clause dealing with the 
subject of hotels. He moved its omission 
as a protest against the rates which the 
company would charge if it was allowed 
to acquire hotels in Killarney and 
Kerry generally. 


Amendment proposed to be made to 
the Bill, by leaving out Clause 34.—(Mr. 
Mur phy.) 


VOL. XCVII. [FourtH SERIEs, | 
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Question proposed, “ That Clause 34 
stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
said, on behalf of the promoters of the 
Bill, he could not accept the Amend- 
ment. The clause was vital, and if it 
was struck out the responsibility for the 
loss of the Bill would rest on the 
Members from Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD asked whether the 
House was to understand that the hon. 
Member as representing the railway 
company came to the House and in- 
sisted upon their accepting every clause 
in the Bill. 


*Mr. GOULDING said he did not say 
so, but that the clause dealing with the 
hotels was vital. The Bill had been be- 
fore two Committees, and this objection 
had not been taken before. 


Mr. FIELD said the remarks of the 
hon. Member were in the recollection of 
the House. He had stated distinctly 
that they must accept the Bill as it 
stood. That brought the House to the 
condition of things which he had fore- 
told only a few minutes before. This 
railway company now came to the House 
and said they must take the Bill as it 
stood or leave it. This was a condition 
of things which should not be allowed. 
He knew something about this railway 
company : they wanted to best everybody 
in Ireland, and he was sorry to say more 
often than not they did it. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) said he 
had been placed in a most embarrassing 
position by the remarks of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. He himself was in 
favour of the passing of the Bill, but if 
the hon. Gentleman was speaking on 
behalf of the Great Southern and Western 
Company he certainly thought he should 
explain the clause to the House, and give 
some reason why they would not accept 
the Amendment. That was the least 
the hon. Gentleman could do, remem- 
bering all that had taken place in the 
Committee. The Great Southern and 
Western Company’s behaviour was not 
inviting ; they simply held a pistol to 
one’s head and said if they did not take 


‘the whole Bill they would have none. 


3 C 
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Hon. Members were entitled to better 
treatment at the hands of this railway 
company, and the least thing that its 
representatives in the House could do 
was to adopt a conciliatory attitude. 
Why was this particular part of the Bill 
so desirable ? It would take a great deal 
tofmake him adopt any action which 
would jeopardise the passage of the Bill, 
because the interests of Cashel were 
vitally interested, and therefore before 
proceeding further he invited some 
explanation from the hon. Gentleman. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


{COMMONS} 
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It is the common practice for railway 
companies to own hotels. 


Mr. FIELD asked when the question 
could be raised, if not on this occasion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This question can 
be raised on a Bill or motion expressly 
directed to that question. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said that nature had blessed his 
county with many advantages, and he 
desired that the hotel traffic should 
circulate among others than railway 


mouth) disclaimed having a brief to speak | directors. That was his only object, 
upon this motion. He only wished to/|and he would like to obtain from the 
point out that one of the greatest draw-| promoters of the Bill some guarantee 
backs in Ireland up to a recent period | that at least equal facilities would be 
was the absence of good hotel accommo- | given to the other hotels as were given 
dation. Such a thing was against the | to the company’s hotels. He suggested 
best interests of Ireland, and a company | the postponement of the Bill until Thurs- 
was formed to deal particularly with | day, in order to permit of an arrangement 


Kerry, and establish certain hotels. They | 


built some magnificent hotels, but in | 
consequence of their not being able to | 
manage them the railway company 
proposed to take them over. He thought 
it would be disastrous to the development 
of the tourist traffic of Kerry if the Great 
Southern and Western Railway were 
not to be allowed to run hotels, and he 
therefore hoped that every hon. Member 
who wished to see justice done to such 
a beautiful county as Kerry would sup- 
port the clause. 


* Mr. T. O’DONNELL (Kerry, W.) said 
he did not intend to oppose the Bill, 
but this was the only occasion on which 
they could protest against the anomalies 
which they complained of. He did not 
wish in any way to hamper the Great 
Southern and Western Railway in 
establishing convenient and_ suitable 
hotels. The object of himself and his 
friends was to create fair and open com- 
petition between all hotels, but they did 
not desire to establish a monopoly. He 
would quote one illustration to show 
that the Bill proposed to hand over the 
hotel trade of Killarney exclusively to 
the railway company. A traveller could 
obtain a ticket from Dublin to Killarney, 
with three days at the company’s hotel 
in Killarney—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 





is a question which cannot be discussed. 
Mr. Condon. 


being arrived at. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
he, too, should very much regret any- 
thing happening which would interfere 
with the passing of the Bill. Heand his 
hon. friends were very anxious to have 
the Cashel line built, but after the threat 
used by the hon. Member opposite he 
thought it was time that steps were taken 
to prevent a series of proposals, some 
of a popular character and others of an 
objectionable character, being included 
in one measure. The hon. Member 
opposite was not, as far as he knew, 
a railway director, but he was sorry to 
add that he was an Irishman who had 
run away from his own country to find a 
seat in England in order to be able to 
support his brother and the other direc- 
tors of the Great Southern and Western 
Railway. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That has nothing 
to do with the Bill before the House. 


Mr. CULLINAN said with reference 
to the clause, the amalgamation Bill 
was opposed by the south of Ireland 
on the ground that it would give a mono- 
poly to the Great Southern and Western 
Railway,and on the same ground he would 
oppose a hotel monopoly also. The hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Yarmouth 
had referred to the benefit which would be 
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conferred on Kerry by the tourist traffic. 
As far as he was concerned personally, 
he should be delighted so see.the beautiful 
scenery of Ireland appreciated, but the 
tourist traffic as at present managed 
was no advantage to the country. The 
railway and hotel companies would not 
purchase supplies in the localities con- 
cerned, but in their own centres, and to 
talk of the advantages of tourist develop- 
ment in such circumstances was the 
merest sham. He thought an explana- 
tion was required from the promoters. 


Mr. MURPHY, in asking leave to 
‘withdraw his motion, said that unless 
a satisfactory arrangement were arrived 
at further action would be taken on the 
Third Reading, but in consequence of the 
strong interest taken in the Bill by his 
hon. friends he would not proceeed to a 
division. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


[PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] 
‘ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 


Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the, 


case of the following Bill, originating 


in the Lords, and referted on the First | 


Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Watford and District Tramways Bill 
{ Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 


time. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORA‘ION 
BILL. 


‘LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (DEARNE VALLEY JUNCTION 
RAILWAYS) BILL. 

METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 

-agreed to. 


BOLTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
-Amendments. 


{23 JuLy 1901} 


(STANDING | 
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DOVER GAS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, 
without amendment. 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY 
BILL [Lords]. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


LOCH LEVEN WATER POWER BILL. 


Ordered, That in the case of the Loch 
Leven Water Power Bill, Standing Orders 
84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now taken into consideration 
provided amended prints shall have 
been previously deposited.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 
| Bill accordingly considered,as amended, 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
} Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
_and passed. 


| EDINBURGH CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


STIRLING CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 


CLYDEBANK BURGH TRAMWAYS 
| ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords], 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords] 
, UNDER SECTION 7, SUB-SECTION 2, OF THE 
| PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
| LAND) ACT, 1899. 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
| to-morrow. 





'TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
| (No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


KILMARNOCK CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

under the Private Legislation Procedure 

‘(Seotland) Act, 1899, relating to Kil- 

,marnock Corporation (to be proceeded 

| with under Section 7 of the Act), ordered 


' 302 
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to be brought in by the Lord Advoeate | 
and Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. | 


Returns, 


KILMARNOCK CORPORATION ORDER. | 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 
‘“To confirm a Provisional Order | 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Kil-| 
marnock Corporation,” presented. accord- | 
ingly ; ; and, under 62 and 63 Vic., e.. 47, 
s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered. upon 
Thursday. 


RIPON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 


Reported, with Amendments ;. Reports | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [Lords}. 
Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be | 
printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with an Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill, Dundee Corporation Order 
Confirmation Bill, Invergarry and Fort | 
Augustus Railway Order Confirmation | 
Bill, Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway (New Ross and Waterford | 
Extension) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have agreed to :—Wells | 
Corporation Water Bill, Stalybridge, | 
Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tram- | 
ways and Electricity Board Bill, with | 
Amendments. | 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 
“© An Act to confirm a Provisional Order | 
under the Private Legislation Procedure | 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Kirk- | I* 
ealdy and Dysart Water.’’ [Kirkcaldy | 
and Dysart Water Order Confirmation 
Bill [Lords. ] | 


{COMMONS} 


| PREVENTION OF 
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PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT (1896), ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Petition from Kilmarnock, 
to lie upon the Table.. 


against 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL. 


Petition from Manchester, in favour : 


to lie upon the Table. 


| BURGH, POLICE, AND PUBLIC HEALTH 


(SCOTLAND) BILE. 


Petition from Renfrew, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
CHUBCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petitions for alteration of law, from 


Tipton, and West Hara ; 
Table. 


to lie upon the 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Oxford, 
upon the Table. 


against ; to lie 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Renfrew, 
upon the Table. 


against ; to lie 


CORRUPTION (No. 2 
ILL. 

Petition from Birmingham, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Edmonton : 


Shere ; Bromley-by-Bow ; Huddersfield : 
East Dulwich ; Wigton ; Alfreton ; and 


Malvern ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petition from South Molton. 


to lie upon the Table. 


against = 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS _ BILL. 
Petitions from St. Giles, Camberwell. 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 


Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 
for England and Wales,. 1899,. Part IL. 


ETC. 
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(Civil Judicial Statistics), edited by John | 
Macdonell, esquire, C.B., LL.D., Master | 
of the Supreme Court [by Command] ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) 
REPORTS). 
Copy presented, of General Report by 


the Chief Inspector of the Western Divi- 


sion of Seotland for the year 1900 [by | 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 
Copy presented, of a Licence to be at 
large granted to Arthur Sturrock to 


which are annexed conditions other than : 


those contained in Schedule A of the 
Penal Servitude Act, 1867 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Twenty-third Re- 


port of the General Prisons Board (Ire- 
land) for 1900-1901, with an Appendix 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1901-2). 


Estimate presented, of the further | 


sums required to be voted for the Service 
of the year ending 3lst March, 1902 [by 
Command] ; 
of Supply, and to printed. 


PAPER LAID ON THE TABLE BY THE 


CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Lunacy.—Copy of Return to the Lord | 


Chancellor of the number of visits made 


and the number of patients seen by the | 
several Commissioners in Lunacy during | 
the six months ending on the 30th June, | 


1901 [by Act]. 


EAST INDIA (PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT). 

Address for “‘ Copy of a Despatch from 
the Government of India, dated the 17th 
day of January, 1901, and of the reply 
thereto of the Secretary of State for India 
in Council, dated the 7th day of June, 
1901, on the subject of Memorials from 


the Officers of the Public Works Depart- 
ment appointed from the Royal Indian 
Engineering College in the years 1873- 
1878.""—(Sir Seymour King.) 


{23 Juty 1901} 


(GENERAL 


referred to the Committee | 
[No. 277.] | 
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STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS 
(PERSONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 


| Reported, without Amendment, from 
|the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
| Evidence. 


Special Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 278.] 


| LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 
Report, with Minutes of Evidence, 
from the Joint Committee, brought up, 
|and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 279.] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA SUFFERINGS OF 
LOYAL REFUGEES. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
| beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
'whether the Committee appointed to 
inquire into the Boer refugee camps 
will be authorised also to inquire into 
the conditions of the loyal refugees and 
to report on the sufferings and privations 
and condition of their wives and children 
who, on account of their loyalty, were 
driven from their homes and compelled 
to live in camps and elsewhere during 
the war. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): It is not proposed to hold such 
an inquiry, but no doubt in reporting 
on the refugee camps the Committee 
will have in their mind the discomforts 
and privations to which British refugees 
‘have unfortunately and, I fear, un- 
avoidably been exposed, in spite of 
the special efforts made for their relief 
and the generous help provided by the 
| Mansion House Fund. 


| Mr. BARTLEY: Is the inquiry not 
to be extended to the condition of our 
own loyal subjects who have suffered 
| similar hardships and privations? Is 
| there to be no special inquiry into their 


case ? 





| Mr. BRODRICK: The question of 
| the hon. Member is a very different one. 
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Our loyal subjects are not in refugee 
camps ; they are in Cape Colony, where 
they have resided for some time. The 
Boer women and children are in refugee 


camps, where they have been brought | 


together in a short time, and what we 
desire to know is whether the conditions 
under which they are being detained 
are sanitary. 


Mr. BARTLEY : But is the case of our 


own loyal subjects who have been 


subjected to as great privations not to | 
be inquired into simply because they | 
7 y | 


are loyalists ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: This is not a 
question of loyalists, as to whose con- 
dition no question has arisen, but an 
inquiry into the condition of the refugee 
camps. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): Is there any precedent for 
sending out women to make such an 
inquiry ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST BOER RAIDS— 
FARM BURNINGS. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to) 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the military authorities in 
South Africa have issued orders for the ; 
clearing of all farms situated within a 
certain area between the Tugela River | 
and Sundays River ; and, if so, does this 
order involve the burning of houses and 
farm buildings, or merely the destruction 
of barns and of farm produce generally. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Instructions have 
been issued to the farmers in the district 
of the Upper Tugela to remove their , 
stock in the event of marauding parties 
of the enemy crossing the frontier. 
There is no question of burning farm | 
buildings or destruction. 


COMMISSION ON DYSENTERY. 
Sim WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War whether the Report of | 
the Commission or Committee appointed, 
last August, to inquire into the nature, | 


{COMMONS} 


| manceuvres, 
‘training of officers. 
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causation, pathology, and. modes of 
prevention (more particularly as.affecting 


Questions: 


armies in the field) of dysentery, and 
its connection, if any, with 


enteric 
fever, has been received, and whether 
it will be laid upon the Table of the 
House before the discussion of the Army 
Medical Vote. 


Mr.. BRODRICK : No Report has as 
yet been received from the Dysentery 
Commission. 


SEAFORTH HIGHLANDERS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) - 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will have some inquiry made 
by General Sir Archibald Hunter in 
regard to the death of Private Macaulay,, 
who died shortly after his arrival home 
at Brager Lewis, his death being, 
attributable to the exposure to which 
he and other members of the 3rd Seaforth 


_ Highlanders were subjected on the pas- 


sage to Stornoway in McBrayne’s steamer 
from Kyle of Loehalsh. 


Lorp STANLEY: The proper eourse 
in cases of this kind is for inquiries to be 
addressed through the commanding 
officer to the general ofticer commanding 
the Scottish District. I must ask the 
hon. Member to take this course. 


MILITARY MAN(CEUVRES. 

Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can now state whether 
any steps are being taken for obtaining 
facilities for the carrying on of autumn 
more especially for the 


Mr. BRODRICK: No farther steps 
are being taken at present. It is not, 
indeed, proposed to take any, having 
regard to the large number of troops: 
now in South Africa. 


DERBYSHIRE REGIMENT. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that some of the men of the 
Derbyshire Regiment, which distin- 
guished itself at Vlakfontein, have been 
in South Africa since 1899, and had 
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previously served in the Tireh Campaign ) forced to limit the presentation to 3,000, 
in 1897-8; and whether, taking into| and there were seventy-five companies 
account their prolonged period of service | concerned. As regards the travelling 
in the field, he will consider whether | expenses, it is not possible to provide 
these men can be relieved and sent home. | for the travelling of discharged soldiers 
/out of Army funds, and therefore the 
Mr. BRODRICK: I am fully aware |‘Pvalids only could be included. The 
that there may be some men who have | undistributed medals will be forwarded 
served so long in the field as the hon. | to the respective general officers com- 
Member suggests, but I am afraid that a districts for presentation. It 
it will not be possible for Lord Kitchener | a , understood that attendance om 
to treat them differently to other soldiers SU? 27 Occasion 1s entirely voluntary. 
of Line regiments. | 
Captain SINCLAIR: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the last. 


DISTRIBUTION OF WAR MEDALS. : 
part of the question ? 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State Mr. BRODRICK: His Majesty can- 
for War whether he will state what not undertake to attend in all’ parts 
facilities will be afforded to members of the Kingdom, and consequently such 
of the House of Commons who desire presentations will be made by either the 
to attend the distribution of war medals [ord Lieutenant or the general officer 
by His Majesty the rene the Horse commanding the district when they 
Guards on Friday, the 25th instant, cannot be made by His Majesty. 
at 11.30 a.m. j 


Mr. BRODRICK: Members s MR. STANHOPE’S STATEMENT (1891) 
Oe Ee og embers should | "OF THE GENERAL OBJECTS OF THE 
ee ee ns) ARMY ROTARLISEST. 
the Home District for tickets of admission *Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire. F: 
within the line of sentries. There areno|, 4EE (Hampshire, Fare- 


stands. 


ham): I beg toask the Secretary of State 
| for War whether the Parliamentary Paper 
Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I | on the requirements of the Army, which 

beg toask the Secretary of State for War | has just been issued,* foreshadows any 
whether he is aware that disappointment | — FREE rae a 
‘3 felt by the Fife we Forf: Ny. st * The document referred to is Command 
1s fe I y tne s f i eee | Paper (1901) No. 607, and is as follows :— 
recently returned irom South <Airica, | “PAPER BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE, LAY- 
respecting the arrangements for d the ING DOWN THE REQUIREMENTS FROM OUR 
presentation of medals by His Majesty ARMY, DATED IsT JUNE, 1891. 
the King on Friday at the Horse Guards| “Her Majesty’s Government have carefully 
Parade, because only forty officers and considered the question of the general objects 


: is é for which our Army is maintained. It has 
men are to be allowed to attend the been considered in connection with the pro- 


ceremony, and because only those who gramme of the Admiralty, and with know- 
were invalided home are to have their ledge of the assistance which the Navy is 


expenses to, in, and from London re- capable of rendering in the various contin- 
| gencies which appear to be reasonably prob- 


funded ; and whether he will explain |able, and they decide that thei general basis 
why it is that the men who have served | of the requirements from our Army may be 
a full term in South Africa have to pay | correctly laid down by stating that the objects. 


é a : of our military organisation are— 
their own expenses on this occasion, ~ « (a) The effective support of the civil power 


while comrades who may not have seen jn all parts of the United Kingdom. 
half so much active service will have; “()To find the number of men for India 
their outlay refunded ; and whether which has been fixed by arrangement with the 


: .’ | Government of India. 
subject to the arrangements of His|  «(c) To find garrisons for all our fortresses 


Majesty, such presentation of war medals | and coaling stations at home and abroad, 

to Scottish Regiments might in future | according to a scale now laid down, and to 

take place in Scotland | maintain the garrisons at all times at the 
ae z apy | =, fixed for a peace or war footing. 

ae _.4|  “(d) After providing for these requirements, 

Mr. BRODRICK : The num ber WAS | to be able to mobilise rapidly for home defence: 

confined to forty, as His Majesty was | two army corps of Regular troops and one 
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modification in the details of the new 
Army scheme ; 
respects. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. The 
Paper was laid on the Table because it 
was referred to in debate, and its publica- 
tion was promised in another place. 


{COMMONS} 
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tary of State for War whether his atten- 


and, if so, in what | tion has been called to the fact that there 


is no dental surgeon appointed to look 
after the teeth of the boys, orphans of 
| British soldiers, at the Duke of York’s 
| School, Chelsea, or at the corresponding 
‘school for girls; and, having regard 
‘to the importance of a sound mouth to 





| the children, and to the fact that many 
*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: May I ask the | of the boys join the Army, whether such 


right hon. Gentleman whether, in view | 
of the fact that this Paper is apparently | 
ten years old, he will consider the advisa- | 
bility of publishing a similar Paper in 
which the objects of the Army shall be 
brought up to date ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: If my hon. friend | 


will do me the honour to read my speech 
on introducing the Estimates, he will | 
find the fullest information there. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I do not think 

that in that speech the right hon. Gentle- 
man dealt with the question of the | 
garrisons of fortresses at home and 
abroad. 


COALING STATIONS—MILITARY OR 
NAVAL CONTROL. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 


Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if the proposal to transfer 
the defence of certain coaling stations 


from the military to the naval autho- | 


rities is to be persevered in. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No decision has 


yet been come to in this matter. 


JAJKE OF YORK’S SCHOOL, CHELSEA. | 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 


and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 





partly composed of Regulars and partly | Army Regulations, vol. 1, 


filitia, and to organise the Auxiliary forces, 
not allotted to army corps or garrisons, for | 
the defence of London and for the defensible | 
positions in advance, and for the defence of | 
mercantile ports. | 

“(e) Subject to the foregoing considerations, | 
and to their financial obligations, to aim at | 
being able, in case of necessity, to send abroad 
two complete army corps, with cavalry divi- | 
sion and line of communication. But it will | 
be distinctly understood that the probability 
of the employment of an army corps in the 
field in any European war is sufficiently im- 
probable to make it the primary duty of the | 
military authorities to organise our forces | 
efficiently for the defence of this country. 

“Ist June, 1891. E, 5,” | 





| Army Departments. 


appointment will be made without further 
delay. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
| Lancashire, Westhoughton): Simple 
| cases are dealt with by the medical officer. 
Occasionally when special treatment has 
| heen required the boys have been sent toa 
dental surgeon or to the dental hospital. 
This would appear sufficient. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : Will the 
noble Lord allow an independent exami- 
nation to be made of the boys—at the 
expense of private individuals—in order 


to show the necessity for a dental surgeon? 


1 cannot 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir ; 


_give any such undertaking. 


INDIAN ARMY PENSION REGULATIONS. 
| Magor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can explain why the 
/ widows and families of officers of Indian 
Army Departments (1,341, 1,544 Army 
| List, 1 | 7; 91), all of whom served with 
ithe British Army, on promotion to 
warrant officers should not be treated 
}as regards pensions and _ allowances 
| similarly to those of officers entering the 
Staff Corps from the British Army ; 
and, if not, will he have paragraph 1,541 
Pay Code, 


amended to include them. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
faling): An Indian Army circular was 
issued by the Government of India on the 
Ist April, 1900, revising the rates of 
pension for the widows and children of 
officers and warrant officers of Indian 
The rates now in 
force are equivalent to those enjoyed by 
the widows and children of corresponding 
ranks in the British Army. 
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INDIAN TELEGRAPHIC TARIFFS. 
Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

India whether he is able to hold out any 

expectation of the arrangement for the 

reduction in the telegraphic tariff to and 

from India coming into force within a 

measurable distance of time, which the 

present President of the Board of Agri- 
culture declared fifteen months ago to be 
all but signed; also, whether the various 
pooling arrangements to which the 

Indian Government committed them- 

selves are to continue for an indefinite 

term of years. 


Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The subjects 
to which my hon. friend’s question refers 
are under the consideration of the Inter- 
Departmental Committee on Cable Com- 
munications. Pending the receipt of 
their Report I am not in a position to 
make any announcement on_ these 
subjects. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman use his influence 
to facilitate the decision of the matter. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I agree that 
the matter is urgent. I understand that 
the report will be shortly completed. 


INDIAN FRONTIER DISTURBANCES— 
ATTACK ON JANDOLA POST. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Derby- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state how 
far the outpost of Jandola (the scene of 
the attack made upon a detachment of 
the 45th Sikhs on the 10th instant) is from 
Kohat or other nearest position on the 
administrative frontier of India ; whether 
this locality is included in the trans- 
frontier portion of the proposed new 
province ; and whether, seeing that the 
presence of Sikh troops is obnoxious to 
the Moslem tribesmen in those regions, 
the Government of India will consider the 
desirability of employing native troops 
of a different race as garrisons of such 
outposts. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : 


The nearest 


important position in British India is 
Tank, headquarters of a sub-division of 
Dera Ismail Khan, which is about fifteen 
The answer to the | 


miles from Jandola. 


{23 JuLy 1901} 
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}second question is in the affirmative, 


The choice of troops must be left to the 
discretion of the Government of India 


‘and the military authorities on the spot, 


who are fully acquainted with the racial 
likes and dislikes of the tribes with whom 
they have to deal. 


SHANG- 
THE 


CHINA—FOREIGN TROOPS AT 
HAI—BRITISH INTERESTS IN 
YANG-TSYE VALLEY. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the presence of French, German, 
and Japanese troops at Shanghai is in 
accordance with the Anglo-Chinese agree- 
ment that the valley of the Yang-tsze 
should be alienated to no foreign Power ; 
can he state the cause of the presence of 
these troops at Shanghai; and whether 
any representations have been made to 
the Governments concerned that the 
British Government objects to the pre- 
sence of these troops ; if so, what replies 
have been returned; if no representa- 
tions have heen made, will the Govern- 
ment make them. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
temporary presence of foreign troops at 
Shanghai in connection with the recent 
disturbances does not constitute any 
alienation of Chinese territory, or any 
infringement of the assurances given to 
this country by China in regard to the 
Yang-tsye region. 


FOKIEN DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 
ment have received any information as 
to secret society disturbances in the 
Hsing-hwa district of Fokien. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: No, Sir. 


COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT SEAMEN. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 


‘the President of the Board of Trade 


whether he is now in a position to state 
when he will appoint the Committee to 
inquire into questions affecting merchant 
seamen; whether in appointing the Com- 
mittee he will make provision for direct 
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representation of seamen as well as ship-; now decided upon to be carried out 
owners, whether he can state the number | without further loss of time, in view of 
he intends to appoint, and whether the | the fact that, owing to the speed and 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


Committee will be appointed before the 
House rises at the end of the session. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): Iam not yet prepared to make 
any further announcement with regard 


to the appointment of the Committee to | 


which the hon. Member refers, beyond 
stating that I shall certainly endeavour 
to secure the adequate representation 
of seamen as well as shipowners upon it. 


|size of steamers passing these rocks, a 
| loss may happen at any time during a 
| fog. 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir ; 
_I have seen a report of the meeting of the 
Belfast Harbour Commissioners referred 
to in the hon. Member’s question. The 
Board of Trade have given their sanction 
to the improvement of the Maiden 
Lights, and I have no doubt that the 
_work will be proceeded with without 
/any unnecessary delay. 


Mr. JOYCE: Will the Committee be | 


appointed before the end of the session, 
so that the House may know of whom 
it consists ? 


[No answer was returned. | 
REMOVAL OF BRITISH FACTORIES TO 


AMERICA. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 


beg to ask the President of the Board of | 


Trade whether he is aware that several 
manufacturing firms whose manufac- 


tures found a market mainly in America | 


have emigrated to the United States to 
start their business in that country ; and 


LIGHTHOUSE LIGHTS—MR. WIGHAM’S 
APPARATUS. 

Mr. M‘CANN (Dublin, St. Stephen's 
Green): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
‘has been called to Mr. Wigham’s new 
lighthouse light exhibited continuously 
on the top of a high building in Sackville 
Street, Dublin, from the time of the visit 
of her late Majesty in April of last year 
till the beginning of the present summer : 
whether he has received any reports 
respecting it; and whether any steps 
|are being taken to secure the lights for 
| the public service. 


whether he will cause inquiries to be | 


made upon this subject. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
no official information to the effect stated 


in the question, but it is not unusual for | 
factories or branches to be established | 


abroad by British enterprise, and I see 


no reason for a special inquiry into the | 


matter. 


MAIDEN ROCKS. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 


has seen the report of the Belfast Harbour | 


Commissioners’ meeting on 16th instant, 


giving the statement of the chairman, | 
Sir James Musgrave, that he, as a mem- | 


ber of the Irish Lights Board, had 


brought outside opinions before that | 
board urging that a lightship should be 
vlaced at the Maiden Rocks ; whether, 
as this would entail delay and cost in 
construction and up-keep above the 
already arranged and promised improve- 
ments, he will direct the improvements 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 
my attention has been called by Mr. 
Wigham to his new lighthouse light, 
‘end I have suggested to him that he 
should communicate with the general 
lighthouse authorities directly it he 
wishes to introduce his apparatus to 
their notice, as it is not within the pro- 
| vince of the Board of Trade to recommend 
| inventions to the lighthouse authorities. 
/I have : ot received any report on the 
subject, nor has any application been 
received from any of the lighthouse 
authorities for Board of Trade sanction 
to the adoption of the light. 


STORNOWAY MAIL STEAMER. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, seeing that 
|M‘Brayne’s thirty-nine-year-old = mail. 
/steamer ‘‘ Clydesdale,” which conveys 
| His Majesty’s mails to and from Storno- 
way, is continually late in her arrival 
at Stornoway, and that she was more 
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than half an hour late on no less than 
twenty-nine occasions out of the sixty- 


Questions. 


three passages which she made from | 


Malliig and Kyle of Lochalsh to Storno- 
way between the Ist April and 22nd June, 
will he explain why the penalty clauses 
have not been enforced. 


THe KINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THe TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General does not consider that 
the penalty clauses in the Stornoway 
mail contract apply to the delays to 
which the hon. Member refers, which 
were satisfactorily explained by the 
contractor. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will state 
how many men are engaged in working 
M‘Brayne’s — thirty-nine-year-old mail 
steamer ‘* Clydesdale,” which conveys 
His Majesty’s mails between Mallaig, 
Kyle of Lochalsh, and Stornoway ; 
and the number of hours out 
twenty-four each man has for rest. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board of Trade are not in a position to 
interfere with the internal arrangement 
‘r methods of working the steamer to 
which the hon. Member refers, but, 
through the courtesy of the owner, and 
by the inquiries of my local officers, I 


have been furnished with information | 


which satisfies me that the “ Clydesdale ”’ 
(which holds a Board of Trade passenger 
certificate) is not only adequately but 
liberally manned. 


TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ GRIEVANCES. 
Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg 


{23 JuLy 1901} 


of the} 
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‘rialists in order that they might make 
further representations, and be furnished 
with his reply upon certain questions. 
raised in their memorial. The question 
respecting memorialists with five years 
service, which had already been settled 
in accordance with the recommendations. 
‘of Lord Tweedmouth’s Committee, was 
not regarded as open to discussion ;: 
indeed, the Postmaster General informed. 
the deputation to that effect. 


FEMALE TELEPHONE EMPLOYEES AT: 
LIVERPOOL. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury,. 
as representing the Postmaster General,. 
whether the Treasury and the Post Office: 
have at length decided upon putting: 
the female employees, who were com- 
pulsorily taken over by the Post Office: 
from the National Telephone Company in 
Liverpool and elsewhere, on the estab- 
lishment of the Post Office, seeing that 
they have been prejudiced as regards 
‘wages by the compulsory transfer, 
and that this matter has been awaiting: 
settlement for about five years. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. 
The Postmaster General, with the con- 
currence of the Lords Commissioners 
of the Treasury, has sanctioned a scheme 
for placing on the establishment of the 
Post Office efficient telephone operators 
employed by the Department ; and steps: 
are being taken to carry out the scheme 
at an early date in the Liverpool post office: 
and elsewhere. There is, however, no- 
foundation for the statement that any 
female operators were taken over com- 
|pulsorily from the National Telephone: 
| Company. 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 


representing the Postmaster General, | 


whether his attention has been called 
to a petition, submitted in June, 1900, 
from the Postal Telegraph Clerks’ Associa- 
tion, alleging that telegraphists with 


five years service are underpaid ; and | 


whether an answer can now be given to 
the petition. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
Sir. The attention of the Postmaster 
General was called to the petition referred 
to, and he subsequently consented to 


SUB-POST OFFICES WORKING 
BALANCES. 
Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury,, 
as representing the Postmaster General,. 
‘whether his attention has been called. 
ito the fact that £10 is the maximum 
eredit balance maintained at sub-post 
| offices transacting money order _busi-- 
'ness in Ireland; whether he is aware 
| that on the presentation of more than: 
one money order a sub-postmaster is: 


receive a deputation from the memo-/ sometimes obliged to defer payment for- 
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several days, having first to apply to | session, shall be carried out by the officers 
Dublin for the necessary funds; and|of my Department; and the contracts 
‘seeing that, according to the regulations | will be entered into under the super- 
printed on the back thereof, those | vision of the principal architect and of 
‘orders are payable on the day following | Sir John Taylor. 

.the date of issue, whether the Postmaster 
General will protect the public from| *Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
‘default, either by increasing the maxi-| Chorley): I beg to ask my right hon, 
mum credit allowed to sub-postmasters, | friend what will be done with the 
or by forwarding to the latter with the| balance of the £26,000 allotted for the 
advice note the necessary cash to cover | architect’s fees ? 

same, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is only at the smallest post offices tran- 
sacting money order business that the 
‘cash reserve is as low as £10; but it, is | TELEPHONE FACILITIES AT THE 
possible that when several money orders | cegpncertl 
for large amounts are presented for pay- | Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow- 
ment in one day, there may sometimes | in-Furness): I beg to ask the First Com- 
not be sufficient funds in hand to cash | missioner of Works whether his attention 
them in full, The Postmaster General! has been called to the inconvenience 
believes such cases to be very rare, and | caused to Members by the inadequacy 
lack of funds should never in ordinary | of the telephone facilities and the location 
‘circumstances lead to a delay of several| of the telephone room; and whether, 
‘days in payment, There is no rule| during the forthcoming recess, he will 
under which the Post Office undertakes | arrange to. have a telephone room in 
to pay money orders on the day follow-| closer proximity to the House, and, if 
‘ing the date of issue. Arrangements possible, on the level of the floor of the 
-are already made for supplying sufficient | House. 

‘cash to offices on which an exceptional ; 
number of money orders have been Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I do not 
drawn. Is the hon. Member referring | remember that this matter has been 
to foreign money orders ? brought to my notice, nor was it repre- 
sented to the recent Committee on the 

Mr. KENNEDY: No; I am referring Accommodation of the House. I will 
to my own experience of the past fort-| consider whether anything can be done ; 
night. Why cannot the money be sent| but having regard to the pressure on 
along with the advice ? ; the space within the near precincts of 
the House, I regret that I see little hope 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If | of it. 
the hon. Member will give me specific 7 
‘instances I will inquire. Sm CHARLES CAYZER: But are 
there not rooms in close proximity to 
NEW GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS. the House which could be utilised as 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I beg to| *!¢phone rooms ? 


ask the First Commissioner of Works Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I should 
whether any definite decision has now : a 

: . be glad if my hon. friend could tell me 
been come to with regard to the PTE ties tda wt bnew 
out of the designs of the late Mr. Brydon | V"°T® *2€Y @Fe- , 
for the new Government offices in Par- 
jliament Street. GRANTS TO VOLUNTARY NIGHT 
SCHOOLS. 

THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF! Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovc.as, Kent,|I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
St. Augustine’s): It has been definitely |Committee of Council on Education 
‘decided that Mr. Brydon’s building, | whether it is intended to offer Whitehall 
ll the plans for which are in my pos-| grants to night schools conducted by 





Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I hope 
thereby to effect a considerable saving. 
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other bodies than school boards without | LAND ADMINISTRATION. IN GALWAY. 


the securities of the Elementary Educa-| wr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs): I 
tion Acts of 1870 and of 1876, and of the beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Regulations of the Education Department | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
in the past as to the observance of 4 | attention has been called to the fact that 
Conscience Clause, the audit of expendi-| jn 1897 Judge Ross granted a lease of 
tures, the publication of accounts, and | the demesne of Woodstock, three and a 
the operation of the seventeen and six-| half miles from Galway, to Thomas N. 
penny limit. | Redington, farmer, thus described, but 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE | really a lawyer's clerk in the office of his. 


BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst \father, Mr. John Redington, receiver 
i “Aa will hoe | OVer the estate, whereby the receiver, 


Cambridge University): Grants will be | ; : 
paid by the Board of Education to all | “on — ea a me on 138 = cally 
evening schools which fulfil the condi- | pecame Lenant of Unese lands, ivv acres, 


tions of the minute of July 3rd. | 3 roods, 7 perches >, and, having regard 
: | to the landless condition of the people in, 
Dr. MACNAMARA: Does the right | the neighbourhood of Galway, will he: 
hon. Gentleman hold that the seventeen- | inquire into the matter, and can he take: 
and-sixpenny limit can be repealed | steps with the view of having the lease 
without legislation ? | cancelled, which has been granted to a 
un . | person incorrectly described. 
Sir J. GORST: I must ask for notice | 





of that. | THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE: 

|} LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 

SCHOOL SHELTER SHEDS IN | validity of the lease in question was 
SCOTLAND. 


recently challenged in the proceedings 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord! before Mr. Justice Ross. The judge 
Advocate whether the attention of the | then sent an independent official to the 
Secretary for Scotland has been called | locality to report on all the cireum- 
to a statement contained on page 5 of | stances, including the adequacy of the 
the General Report of the Northern | rent reserved in the lease. The official 
Division (Education, Scotland) for the | reported in favour of the bona fides of the 
year 1900, in which the inspector points | letting and that the land had been let 
out that there are many schools in the | at its full value. Accordingly the judge 
north where the children’s playground | refused to set aside the lease. The official, 
is not provided with a shelter shed ; and | however, reported that the sum of £100: 
will he say what action it is proposed to | should be added to the price offered by 
take in the matter. the lessee for timber. This sum the 
| lessee refused to give and the judge has 
*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A.) ordered the lands to be sold by public 
GraHaM Murray, Buteshire): Where | sale in the ordinary way to the highest 
any deficiency such as the hon. Member | bidder. 
refers to is pointed out in the inspector’s 
report, the attention of the school board 
is called to the matter, and due con- 
sideration is given to the circumstances 
of each case. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Is it a fact as stated in the question that 


| the person to whom the lease was granted 
| was a clerk in the office of the receiver,. 
|and the receiver’s son ? 


Mr. WEIR: May I ask whether, in | 
case of the failure of school boards to| Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- 
provide these shelters, the Scottish Board | tion as to that. 
of Education will take any action ? | 

_ Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do | right hon. Gentleman inquire ? 
not suppose they could do more than | 
call the attention of the boards to the! Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know 
matter, and in very bad cases suspend whether I should be justified in cross- 
the grant. | examining the judge on the matter. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am not| old systemof paymentcontinued, whether 
-suggesting that the judge should be| the Commissioners will take immediate 
-eross-examined ; I am asking if the right | steps to adjust the incomes of such 
hon. Gentleman can get a definite answer | teachers ; and whether, in the case of 
‘to a definite question—was the lease! principal teachers who obtained second 
‘granted to the receiver’s own son ? class with special distinction in 1898, 
and who secured or would be entitled to 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Well, I will ask | promotion to second division of first 
if that information can be obtained, and | class under the old regulations, the 
rif there is any objection to giving it. Commissioners will award incomes to 

‘such teachers equal to those they would 
‘STEAM ,TRAWLERS IN DINGLE BAY. | have had as first class teachers under the 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, | TS¥!ts system. 

‘W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | 
ito the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland) Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commis- 
whether his attention has been called | sioners are taking steps to determine the 
‘to the fact that on 6th July three steam | incomes of those teachers whose cases 
trawlers were fishing inside the line in| are held to require special consideration 
Dingle Bay, and that on Sunday the 7th | under Rule 63. They will proceed with 
instant a dozen were six miles inside the| this work as rapidly as possible, con- 
‘limit ; whether, considering the number | sidering the number aud complexity 
of fishermen on this coast dependent on | of the claims submitted. 
fishing, he will take some steps to check | 


the damage done by these steam trawlers. Rupp ER STANDARD COMMITTER— 


p : IRISH REPRESENTATION. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: This portion of | mee ae 
the coast has been patrolled on several | Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork) : I beg to ask 


occasions during the past month by the | the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
cruiser “ Helga,” but no trawlers were | tenant of Ireland whether he has 
detected inside the prescribed limits. | Teceived a copy of a resolution adopted 
‘The Department is doing its utmost to | 4t a recent meeting of the Cork Butter 
check the depredations of these trawlers, Exporters’ Association, setting forth that 
and the Bill now before Parliament will the Departmental Committee appointed 
considerably strengthen its hands in this © inquire into and report on the fixing 
direction, if passed into law. of a standard of water in butter is not 
| fairly representative of the interests of 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Is producers or traders; that no_repre- 
there any reasonable expectation of the Sentation has been given to the factory 
Bill being passed? I have received | OWnerSs of the south of Ireland and the 
; Irish salt butter industry, while the 
creamery interest is strongly repre- 
sented ; and, having regard to the repre- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope so. But sentations which have been made from 
many quarters on this subject, will he 
accede to the demand of the Cork Butter 
Exporters’ Association that addition 
should be made to this Departmental 
IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SALARIES. | Committee of one or two men who have 
@Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I| had practical experience of the working 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the ‘of the butter trade, especially of the salt 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the | butter industry and the factory system. 
Commissioners of National Education 
have as yet taken steps to determine the! \fp WYNDHAM: I am afraid I can- 
incomes of those teachers whose cases | not usefully add to my reply to the 
were held to require special considera- | similar question addressed to me yester- 
tion; and if not, seeing that some of these day by the hon. Member for East Clare.* 
‘teachers are receiving £30 per annum | —~—* ; ERED SHEE 
tless than they would now receive had the t See page 1125. 





numerous letters on this subject from 
my constituents. 


two important Bills before the House 
must first be disposed of. 
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Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture gave the appointment of the Irish 
representatives to Mr. Horace Plunkett, 
who selected —— 


*Me. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is proceeding to argue the 
question. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the 
advisability of having a representative 
of the Irish salt butter industry on the 
Committee ? 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter was) 
placed in the hands of my right hon. 
triend Mr. Plunkett, who is far more 
competent to deal with itthanIam. Any 
representation I could make to him 
would be of an unofficial character. [| 


ean carry the matter no further across | 
the floor of the House. 





Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Well, I 
think he has acted in very bad taste. 


CORK ASSIZES—JURY CHALLENGING. | 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. Attor- 
ney General for Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the proceed- 
ings at the present Cork Assizes on 18th 
and 19th instant ; whether he is aware 
that at the trial of Richard Moynihan 
charged with stealing two sums of 10s. 
each, forty-five jurors were ordered by 
the Crown Counsel to stand by; and 
that on the trial of Denis Crowley and 
Daniel Crowley, on a charge of man- 
slaughter, fifty-two jurors were ordered 
to stand by; and will he state whether 
the action adopted by the Crown Counsel 
in these cases was taken with the know- 
ledge and sanction of the Law Officers 
of the Crown in Ireland. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
TRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): My attention has been called 
to the matter referred to, and I have 
called for a report, but have not yet 
received it, so that I am unable to reply 
as to the particulars. It is the duty of 
the Crown Solicitor, not the Crown 
Counsel, to set aside jurors. In the dis- 


{23 JuLy 1901} 





charge of that duty he is guided by the 
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directions contained in the Circular of 
February, 1896. No special directions 
were given, but, of course, I am responsi- 


ble. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that out of the ninety-seven 
jurors ordered to stand aside, ninety-four 
were Roman Catholics ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I can add nothing 


to the answer I have given. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
packing machine in Cork is well oiled, as 
usual ? 


BALLYMOTE DISTURBANCES. 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


| that a meeting of the people of Ballymote. 


county Sligo, was attacked and dispersed 
by a force of policemen armed with batons 
on the night of the 17th inst., without 


| previous warning ; that three respectable 
| men were arrested on the oceasion and 
|sentenced to three months’ imprison- 


ment each, in default of finding bail, by 
Mr. Crane, who held a special court in the 
police station at 11.35 p.m. the same 
night ; and that these prisoners were 
denied the right to have witnesses ex- 
amined: will heexplain why Mr. Crane 
has been sent to Ballymote, seeing that 
there is another resident magistrate 
in charge of that district ; and whether 
he is at liberty to hold midnight court: 
whenever he wishes to do so without 
consulting the other magistrates residing 
in the town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Attempts were 
made to hold meetings at Ballymote on 
the nights of the 15th, 16th, and 17th 
inst. in close proximity to the houses ot 
two men who have been held up to public 
odium. The police had reason to believe 
that the object of the meetings was to 
intimidate these men, and on each 
occasion the police warned the promoters 
beforehand that any such demonstration 
would be an unlawful assembly, calcu- 
lated to lead to a breach of the peace, and 
that if persisted in the meeting would be 
dispersed. On each occasion the crowd 
was dispersed without recourse to the use 
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of batons. 


{COMMONS} 


Two individuals whose mis- | | arrested and immediately taken before a 


Questions. 1344 


conduct on the 17th inst. was conspicuous | magistrate. 


were arrested by the police and taken | 
before the resident magistrate, 
required them to give 
peace and good behaviour for six months, 


who | 
vanitins for the | 


or to go to prison, in default, for three | 


months. One entered into sureties forth- 
with, and the other two days afterwards. 
In applications for binding to the peace 
it is competent to the magistrate to refuse 
to receive evidence to contradict the 
affidavits of the applicant, and it is also 
competent to the magistrate, at any time 


and at any place within his jurisdiction, | 


upon sworn depositions, to determine 
whether a person brought before him 
should be required to give sureties for his 
peace and good behaviour. Mr. Crane 
has been sent to Ballymote because it 
was considered desirable to station a 
resident magistrate there. The resident 


magistrate of the district who is  sta- 
tioned at Sligo is absent on leave. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Are we 


to understand that what occurred was 
this: that at half-past eleven or twelve 
men alleged to have taken part in some 
disturbance were arrested and taken 
straight into the police barracks, that a 
court was there and then held at night 
and in private, that the men were tried 
without any opportunity of obtaining 
witnesses for the defence, that they were 
convicted, and that one was sent to prison 
for three months ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not learned 
in the law, and I do not know whether 
the word “tried” is a proper one. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: “ The Star 
Chamber.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I always under- 
stood that the process of taking a man 
before a magistrate did not mean that he 
is tried. It was quite competent for the 


magistrate to order the accused to find | 


sureties. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am asking 
as to what actually took place. Were the 
men taken from the streets and sen- 
tenced in private without an opportunity 
of calling evidence for their defence ? 


I demur to the use 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
of the word ‘‘ sentenced.” 


The men were | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: At mid- 
night. The Star Chamber is not in it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The men were ar- 
rested, and, instead of being placed under 
lock and key, they were ordered to give 
sureties to be of good behaviour. 


Mr. O'DOWD: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that one of the two 
men was a respectable shop assistant who 
had nothing to do with the impromptu, 
meeting ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. FLAVIN: Is this Mr. Crane th 


gentleman who was specially selected —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Th 
question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Ona point of order—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: 
order. The question 
answered. If the hon. 
further information about Mr. 
must put the question down. 


There is no point oi 
has been fully 
Member wants 
Crane he 


Mr. FLAVIN: You have not heard 


my point of order. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: 
been fully answered. 

Mr. FLAVIN: 


you, Sir, the right hon. 
not answered it. 


The question has 


With due respect to 
Gentleman has 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a resolution from the Belfast Chamber 
of Commerce entirely approving of the 
County Courts (Ireland) Bill as intro- 
duced; and whether, as the Belfast 
Chamber of Commerce has passed this 
resolution against the omission of the 
clauses relating to the issue of decrees 
by default in undefended cases, he will 


‘give due weight to this representation 


before proceeding further with the Bill. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: My hon. friend; Mr. WYNDHAM: Assuming the facts 
knows the fate of the Bill, but of course to be as stated legislation would be 
any representation coming from the necessary of a more ambitious and, 
Belfast Chamber of Commerce will be | therefore, of a more contentious character 
duly considered. than the provisions in the Bill before 

| Parliament. I cannot undertake to deal 
' —* | with the question of “ scheduling” by 
DUBLIN REVISION COURTS. amending that Bill. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Attorney General for : r . 
Ireland whether he is aware that resolu- | PEERS PRET SESE. 
tions have been unanimously passed by | Mr. BUTCHER (York) : I beg to 
the Dalkey and Killiney urban district 48k the First Lord of the Treasury 
councils and by the South Dublin | Whether the attention of His Majesty's 
National Registration Association, asking | Gover nment has been called to the nature 
that a revision court should be established Of the privilege by which on a charge 
in Dalkey; and whether the Lord Of felony a peer is tried before the House 
Lieutenant will be advised by the autho- f Lords, while on a charge of misde- 
tities to provide this convenience for the | ™eanour he is tried before the ordinary 
voters resident in the locality, in view tribunals of the country ; whether the 
of the fact that suitable premises can Government have received any repre- 
be obtained, as Dalkey town hall is used Sentations showing that any desire exists 
as a polling place at Parliamentary | amongst any class in the community to 
elections. /Maintain this privilege; and whether, 

- ‘in view of the expenditure of judicial 

Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the | time and public money which is involved 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. jn a trial of a peer before the House of 
The Lord Lieutenant has recently caused Lords, the Government will on an early 
careful inquiry to be made as to the opportunity introduce a Bill to abolish 
working of the present arrangement, this privilege. 
and finds that upon the whole there are 
not sufficient grounds for the change) Ture FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
proposed. |SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 


Mr. FIELD: Is the right hon. Gentle- | E.) : It is undoubtedly the fact that the 
man aware that the District Council is | trial of peers for felony is an expensive 


; ‘ - |and cumbrous process, it is also ¢ 
composed of different sections of poli- coon ase arta 9 = pn . 
ticians who have unanimously asked | P sin cha anne sai bane at 


few thie, Brom whom dd the Lord! which takes its origin from a principle 


: eo ; on which, at all events, it is commonly 
Lieutenant get his information ? : ’ : EBUES “aR ; J 
8 | believed the liberties of Englishmen 


Mr. ATKINSON: I must ask for primarily depend, namely, the right 
notice of that question. of being tried by your peers. No doubt, 
if these occurrences were likely to be 
‘ - | frequent in the future, it would be neces- 
a eee en sary for some steps to be taken in order 

CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I to make the proceedings less cumbrous ; 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the put as they only take place about once 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- jn two generations, I do not know that 
rag Pag ered yt - ¢ Rte ee it is necessary for the House to take any 
of the Mount Bellew ae 3 ‘eae ara 
cdiae dia niinadn Monee |? oem in the matter 
Division has _ sixty-two landholders) fp. 7. M. HEALY: When a peer is 
living on land valued at £227, but that | tried in this way, has he any right to 
this congested area cannot be scheduled | challence Catholics 2 ' 
under the present law owing to the | - 
proximity of grazing farms; and will | ; , ; 
he take powers under the new amending | ROYAL CANAL, IRELAND. 
Congested Act to schedule this and|) Mr. KENNEDY: I beg to ask the 
similar districts. |Secretary to the Treasury whether 
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the attention of the Irish Board of 
Works has been called to the present 
condition of the Royal Canal, and whether 


{COMMONS} 


Questions, 1348 
| two officers were consequently able to 
receive their improved scale of pay at 
_ once. 


they will cause an immediate inspection | 


of the canal to be made and exercise 
their statutory powers in the interests 
of the traders on the said canal. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: An 
inspection has just been made, and the 
Board of Works will proceed without 
delay to call the attention of the Midland 
(treat Western Railway to defects which 
have been found to exist, and to cause 
tie defects in question to be remedied. 


CORK TELEGRAPHIC STAFF. 
Mer. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) : I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he will explain why arrears of 
pay from the date of the Treasury letter 
to the date of the Postmaster General's 
sanction were not pid to officers of Cork 
Post Office promoted on 16th February, 
1900, as they were to the male superin- 
tendent and the female assistant super- 
intendent of telegraphs at Cork and to 
Dublin officers promoted in May, 1899 ; 
and seeing that in offices in Great Britain 
and Ireland of equal importance to Cork 
similar promotions have not been dated 
seven months and twelve days subse- 
quent to the Treasury letter, that the 
promotions at Cork were made in order 
of seniority, avoiding delay in selecting, 
and that the promotions of the Cork 
officers were delayed through no fault of 
theirs, he will now direct tha* the pro- 
motions be antedated to the date of the 
Treasury letter, or to the dates on which 
these officers undertook the responsi- 
bilities of the higher positions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General is not prepared to 
depart in this case from the usual prac- 
tic>, in accordance with which an officer 


receives the pay of a higher class from | 


the date on which he is promoted to that 
class. It has already been explained to 
the hon. Member that as regards the 


superintendent the revision merely im-| 


proved his scale of salary, and as regards 
the woman supervisor the revision only 
converted the assistant supervisorship 
into a supervisorship, and that these 


PORTADOWN DISTURBANCES. 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary for Ire- 


land whether his attention has been 
called to the action of an Orange mob 


in Portadown on Sunday in endeavour- 
ing to break through a force of police 
with a view of stoning a body of Catholic 
processionists ; whether his attention 
has also been directed to the inflam- 
matory addresses delivered, some of them 
by Protestant clergymen from the pulpit, 
in Portadown and district for a full week 
previous to Sunday last in reference to 
Catholics and the Catholic religion ; and 
whether, in view of that-action and of 
those incitements to disorder, he will 
favourably consider the suggestion of 
retaining in Portadown for some days 
a portion at least of the extra force of 
police drafted on Saturday last into that 
town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not in a 
position to reply at such short notice to 
the question, but on the point of the 
Government intentions I may say that 
the extra force at Portadown was re- 
duced to 200 men yesterday. This force 
will be still further reduced at the dis- 
cretion of the constabulary authorities, 
but not under fifty men without a special 
report to the Government. 


Mr. CLANCY: Is not the telegraph 
office open to the Government ? 


CORK DISTURBANCES! 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland a question of which 
I have given him private notice, namely, 
whether he has any fresh information as 
to the proceedings of the police at Cork 
last night ; is he aware that they attacked 
with batons a crowd of people near the 
railway terminus, and that a considerable 
number were seriously injured and 
taken to hospital. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. I have 
a telegram that an arrest was made last 
night, and that a full report is on its 
way. Perhaps the hon. Gentleman will 
repeat the question on Thursday. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it not! almost to mirepresentation, and it is 
strange that the representative of the | doing a great deal of harm. The Minute 
[rish Government who is responsible for does not limit the grants to students in 
law and order should not get the informa- evening schools who are under the age 


tion which private Members receive? | of fifteen, nor does it practically 
diminish the amount of grants to be 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! given by the Department. Students in 


evening schools, of whatever age and 

Mr. FLYNN: It was in this morning’s whatever the grade of instruction, will, 
papers as heretofore, be eligible for the grant, 
and local authorities are in many 

EDUCATION—MINUTE OF 3rp JULY. cases now making their arrangements 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the under the first twenty Articles of the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in Regulations, which are already operative. 
pursuance of his undertaking, he will 
put down the Education Estimates before 
3rd August, the date on which the 
Evening Schools Minute of 3rd July 
passes into law. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said 
he should like to point out that the House 
had not yet had an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Education Estimates, and 
he submitted that it would be for the 
general convenience of the House that a 
night should be set apart for that pur- 
pose. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman could 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, not give them any other time, surely they 
E.): To ask the First Lord of the Trea- might take advantage of the discussion 
sury whether, having regard to the onthe Education Estimates to deal with 
expressions of opinion from educational this matter. Could he assure them that 
bodies all over the country as to the on one of the days still remaining for 
changes effected by the Minute of 3rd Supply the Education Estimates would 
July and to its connection with the pro- be taken, and that an opportunity 
posals of the Education (No. 2) Bill, he would be given for the discussion of the 
will consent to adjourn the Committee Minute ? 
stage of that Bill at 10.30 or 11 p.m. in 
order to permit a discussion on the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will put the 
Minute. Education Vote down on one of the 

nights, but I cannot promise to put it 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I begtoask down as the first Order. We have 
the First Lord of the Treasury if hecan already had one night’s debate on educa- 
now state what opportunity will be given tional matters in Supply during the 
for the discussion of the Minute of the course of the present session. 

Board of Education concerning evening 

schools which was laid upon the Table Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask if the 

on 3rd July. right hon. Gentleman is aware that the 
; night to which he has referred was 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are before the appearance of the Minute, 
three questions on the Paper relating to and that therefore it was impossible for 
this matter, and I will answer them us to anticipate what were the intentions 
together. I can only say that in the of the Government. May [also ask him 
present state of public business it is im- whether he is aware that the statement 
possible for me to give any pledge to in his reply just now that the grants for 
find an opportunity to discuss the Minute | evening schools had not been reduced is 
of the Board of Education. I am sorry in direct contradiction of information I 
it should be so, not merely because the | have received from the Board of Educa- 
hon. Gentlemen have made an appeal’ tion itself ? 
to me, but because I think there is a very | 
great deal of misconception about the) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg 
character of this Minute. I think) toask the right hon. Gentleman if the 
the misconception amounts in some cases ' Minute will not come into force on 2nd 


3D2 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper— 
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August, and if we are not to have an | public authority ; and for other purposes, 
opportunity of discussing it before that | ordered to be brought in by Sir John 


date. Blundell Maple, Mr. Cust, Mr. Kimber, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I point |°"¢ Mr. Arthur Morton. 
out that many of the provisions of the LONDON WATER BILL. 


Minute are already operative, and so 
Age eee eee a London Water Companies in a single 
public authority; and for other pur- 
Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- | poses,” presented, and read the first time ; 
hampton, E.): Is there any precedent | to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
for the Education Vote not being taken | 6th August, and to be printed. [Bill 
as first Order on some night during the | 271.] 
session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir;| 


To vest the undertakings of the 





RIFLE RANGES. 
Bill to promote the acquisition of Rifle 





ni i aig ae RORY AR BT | Ranges, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
js ; | Charles Allen, Mr. Rea, Sir John Doring- 
Mr. ASQUITH: That was a Supple- | ton, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice, and Sir 
mentary Estimate. John Brunner. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. RIFLE RANGES BILL. 
(1 © ic ictal rag ¢£ y | wnat & . e 
Gentleman is mistaken. It was a Vote) . To promote the acquisition of Rifle 


on Account for the Estimates of the | Ranges,” presented, and read the first 
— and that is not a Supplementary | time ; to be read a second time upon 
Ketimate. Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 272.] 
Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask the 

“ight hon. Gentleman whether, on July; LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND). 

dth, he did not say that an opportunity | Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
would be given for the discussion of this) |AND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): I ask 
matter during the debates on the Educa- | Jeaye to bring in a Bill to amend certain 
tion Bill ? And is it not a fact that when | sections of the Local Government Act of 
Mr. Speaker ruled out of order my hon.|}g98, The Bill is of a departmental 
iriend the Member for North West Ham, | ¢haracter. The first clause, and indeed 
when he proposed to take the discus-| 4] four clauses, have been introduced 
sion on the Education Bill, the right Ito meet representations which have 
hon. Gentleman said he would put down | reached the Local Government Board 
the Education Vote before August Ist ?/ from various local bodies in Ireland. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I intend | Defects have arisen in the deduction 
doing so; but I cannot put it first, as| of the Consolidated Poor Rate. It is 
the Leader of the Opposition has asked found to involve great difficulties in the 
for a different allocation of the remaining | ©#8¢ of certain poorer tenants in Ireland, 
days of Supply. | and the simpler plan suggested has been 
é é / submitted in the first clause of this Bill. 

Mr. WHITLEY : Is it not a fact that | [t is found that when they fail to make 
the grants under this Minute to evening a calculation the result is that they get 
schools which are not science and art no deduction at all. The second clause of 
classes are reduced by 28 per cent. ? the Bill provides for considerable defects 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not | which have arisen in respect of certain 
Sis cane as 1 Understand. excluded charges, particularly those for 

malicious injuries. A rate is asked 
and a sum of money raised often far in 








NEW BILLS. 'excess of the amount needed, and it is 
— ‘found that the balances cannot be applied 
LONDON WATER. _to any purposes in the localities, and that 


Bill to vest the undertakings of the | they remain suspended. The third clause 
London Water Companies in a single | deals with the transitory provisional 
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1353 Education 


Order affecting urban and other autho- | 
rities under the Grand Jury Act ; and | 
the fourth clause also deals with another 
similar imperfection discovered in the Bill 
called the Town Improvement Act. This 
Bill is of a strictly departmental character, 
and all I need ask the House is that they 
will give leave for the Bill to be read a 
first time. Hon. Members from Ireland 
will then have an opportunity of ex- 
amining it, and discussing it at a sub- 
sequent stage. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I am not going to oppose this Bill. as | 
do not think it worth while doing so. 
Ireland, as the House is aware, recently 
had a system of local government con- 
ferred upon it, and in the working of that | 
system naturally a number of defects have 
been disclosed. We have been unable | 
on the Estimates to discuss the Local 
Government Board in Ireland, owing 
to the inadequate arrangements made for 
the conduct of business. Therefore, we 


have been unable to eall attention to |} 


many of those defects, and now the 
Government propose, not a great compre- 
hensive 
defects, but only a comparatively insigni- 
ficant measure like this, dealing with 
one or two of the smallest points. No 
doubt it may be a useful measure as far 
as it goes. I do not deny it, and 
therefore I do not desire to stand in 
the way of its passage; but it is a 
ridiculous measure, and it is another 
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we think are desirable, then a very con- 
siderable time would be required for their 
discussion. If we are to confine our 
discussion to the points mentioned by 
the right hon. Gentleman, I admit a 
considerable time will not be required. 
But some time will be required, because 


| it is ridiculous to suppose that we must 


not examine the measure, and | take it 
the right hon. Gentleman will make 
arrangements for adequate time being 
given for the discussion of the Bill in 
Committee. Therefore all I will say with 
regard to the introduction of the Bill as 
explained by the right hon. Gentleman 
is that, while it will not do any harm, it is 
in my opinion calculated to do very little 
good, but under the circumstances | will 
not stand in the way of its introduction. 


Bill to amend sections fifty-four, fifty- 


six, fifty-seven, and seventy-one of The 


Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
and to make provision with respect to the 


| making of rates in certain urban districts 


| 
|in Ireland, ordered to be brought in by 
| Mr. Wyndham and Mr. Attorney General 


| for Ireland. 


measure dealing with those | 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 
“To amend sections fifty-four, fifty-six, 
| fifty-seven, and seventy-one of The Local 
| Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, and to 
'make provision with respect to the 
| making of rates in certain urban districts 
| in Ireland,” presented, and read the first 
'time; to be read a second time upon 


instance of the way in which serious | Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 273.] 


matters are dealt with by the present | 
Government. Instead of a  compre- | 
hensive Bill being introduced, and time | 
being given for its discussion, we | 
have introduced under the ten minutes | 
rule, and in the dog days, a little insig- | 
nificant Bill of this character, which will | 


pass through, no doubt, because it will 
not be worth anybody's while to object. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that of | 
course time will be given for the discussion | 
of the Bill. Very much time will not be | 
needed for the discussion of the clauses | 
as he has explained them, but if we were | 
to treat this Bill seriously—that is, if we | 
were, as it would be our duty under | 
other circumstances, to deal with this | 
subject in a serious spirit and endeavour | 
to engraft upon this Bill all those changes | 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ]} 


Clause 1 :-— 


Amendment again proposed—- 


‘In page 1, line 5, to leave out sub- 
clause (1).”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
words ‘Where a school board’ stand 
part of the clause.” 


*Smr W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 


én the Local Government system which | ford) first congratulated the Chairman 
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on his return to the House, and then | which was not to be the ultimate autho- 
said that he wished to make an appeal | rity. Was it worth while to provoke all 
to the Committee and to the Govern- | this strife, accompanied by an agitation 
ment in the interests of peace and the, on every platform in the country, for 
future of education, and especially in| the sake of allowing this authority to 
the interests of the voluntary schools. | interfere here and there if they wished 
It was perhaps unfortunate for his mis-|to do so? The First Lord had given 
sion as a peacemaker that he had criti-| away his case when he admitted that in 
cised the proposals of the Government ;} ninety-nine cases out of a hundred no 
but he had spoken as an old and irre-| such interference would take place. 
sponsible Member of the House of Com-| What, then, was the difference? He 
mons whose official life was happily | might be very stupid, but he could not see 
closed. and who had always felt an|it. Was it on behalf of the principle 
extreme keenness on this question of|that the school boards in the future 
education. If he had spoken strongly were not to be the body to guide the 
it was because he had felt strongly that | destinies of secondary education? Well, 
no good could come to education out of | that principle had been conceded 
party strife. He would take back every-| already; it had been conceded for 
thing he had said in criticism of the Vice- | forty years, ever since the Newcastle 
President, and would put on sackcloth— | Commission sat, by every Committee 
uncomfortable as it was in the dog days— | and every Commission which had 
if he could secure thereby a favourable| considered and reported upon the 
hearing for the appeal which he wished | question. Again, he asked, why all 
to make. On the essential merits of the| this strife? Three or four years ago 





question in dispute there was very little 
difference between the two sides of the 
House, and he appealed to the Govern- | 
ment to accept the Amendment of the) 
hon. Member for Rossendale standing | 
later on the Paper. That Amendment | 
left all the earlier part of the clause 
dealing with the local authority un- 
touched ; but it would enable the school | 
boards, with the consent of the Board 
of Education, to carry on the work of the 
schools and classes to the same extent | 
and on the same conditions as at present. | 
The object of the Bill was to secure for | 
one year certain classes and schools in the | 
position which they now held. Both | 
the Government and their supporters | 
wished those classes to be maintained. | 
In fact, the other night the First! 
Lord of the Treasury admitted that in | 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the) 
classes would not be interfered with. 

The Amendment of the hon. Mem- | 
ber for Rossendale simply declared 
that in any case the local authority | 
should allow them to be continued. | 
What, then, was the difference between | 
the two positions? The supporters of | 


the Association of School Boards, after 
a solemn meeting, came unanimously 
to the opinion that they would be 
satisfied with a one-third representa- 
tion on the new authority. The point 
had even been conceded in 1895 by 
the right hon. Member tor South 
Aberdeen, the Chairman of the Com- 
mission upon Secondary Education. 
He ventured to say that the subject 
of contention between both sides of 
the House was of the most meagre 
and attenuated description. It might 
be urged that there was an _ objec- 
tion to allowing these schools to be 
carried on for twelve months where 
objectionable practices prevailed; but 
this Amendment destroys that objection 
altogether; it gives the Education 
Department absolute power to deal with 
such evils. The Education Department 


|might object to be brought into the 


arena of strife; but it was rather hard, 
considering how many years the Educa- 
tion Department had been condoning 
this system, and how many Vice-Presi- 
dents had made speeches praising the 
efficiency of the schools and presiding 
at their opening, that, in this emergency, 





the school board system acknowledged | 
that the school beards were not to be|the Department was willing to run 
the sole authority in the future for away from its guns, and not pretend to 
secondary education ; but they thought look another way for twelve months. 
it hard that for these few months an} As to how much or how little there was 


authority should be put over them | left to struggle for, he asked right hon 
Sir WV. Hart Dyke. 
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and hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the! Member for 
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was not in 


House whether there was a man, woman, | his place, or he would have liked to re- 


or child who cared a brass farthing as to | 
which way the House might decide this | 
question? [Cries of “Oh, oh.”] He) 
was pressing this question on the atten- | 
tion of the Government and the House | 
in the cause of education alone. The, 
strife in this House in these unpleasant | 
days would not end here. It would be 
carried into the constituencies, and hon. 
Members would hear of it again next 
session when they met to settle the 
difficulty which had puzzled statesmen 
for the last thirty years, and had 
ever created bitter party warfare. It 
was in the interests of education and of | 
the settlement at which they all wished | 
to arrive that he was pleading for peace. 
Surely the postponement of the settle- | 
ment of this great question had been | 
long enough. He knew that some hon. | 
Members might think lightly about it, 
but many of them took a serious view of | 
the situation, especially as regarded the 
thorough technical and practical educa- 
tion of our people. It was easy to 
get thirty millions to prevent another 
Majuba Hill, but hon. Members must 
beware lest by neglecting the settle- 
ment of the education question they 
did not bring a Majuba Hill as regards 
our trading position and commercial 
prospects which would be as disastrous 
as any reverse on the field of battle. He 
also pleaded for peace on behalf of the 
struggling voluntary schools, not only 
in the country districts, but in the poorer 
parts of London and our other large 
cities. What was going to be their 
future after all this strife, compared 
with what it might be if some arrange- 
ment were made permitting of an 
amicable, just, and lasting solution of the 
difficulty ? He further asserted, with- 
out fear of contradiction, that when 
they went cap in hand and begged 
the local authorities to grant the 
voluntary schools something from the 
rates they would get very different, 
treatment indeed compared with what, 
they would have got under a calm, | 
well-considered solution of the problem. | 
He might be wrong, but he had | 
studied this question for many years, | 
and he could not help regretting | 
action of many of his friends | 

matter. The noble Lord the 


on this 


) 


form. 
‘a very fortunate form of procedure, 


mind him that he had had the honour 
of canvassing the out-voters in Green- 
wich four years before the noble Lord 
was born, and from that day to this he 
had been in the thick; political strite. 
While he was one of the greatest admirers 
of the noble Lord’s ability, he would 
take leave to pit his experience against 
that of the noble Lord in such a matter 
as education. Again, he would plead for 
peace on both sides of the House. If 
hon. Members would make one big 
effort to drag this question out of the 
mire of party politics, there was no reason 
why next session there should not be a 
real and lasting settlement. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue. TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 


| E.): If any one but my right hon. 


friend had made the speech to which 
we have just listened, I should have 
thought I had some slight grounds 
for complaint—not at all in‘ connection 
with the substance of the speech, but 
in connection with the occasion on, which 
it has been delivered. The speech was 
not—at all events, apparently—on the 
subject of the Amendment now before 
the House, namely, the leaving out of 
Sub-section I., or the first few words 
of Sub-section [., but was in favour of an 
Amendment standing in the name of 
another distinguished educationist, the 
Member for Rossendale, which is far 
down on the Paper, and is not yet before 
the Committee in any clear and succinct 
I do not think that that is 


but my right hon. friend may sin a great 
deal, and he will always find forgiveness 
in this House. He has so much enthu- 


'siasm for the cause of education, he is 


so popular on both sides, his character 


'earries such great and deserved weight, 
that I do not find it in my heart to say a 


single word more upon the actual form 
in which he has raised the question 
before us. 

I turn at once to the substance 
of my right hon. friend’s speech, and 
I rise immediately after him because I 
think it is only due to the Committee 
that I should state perfectly clearly 
at this early stage of the discussion 
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exactly how the Government view the{ admit that under both plans the great 
proposal of my right hon. friend and | stream of education will go on, that there 
the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman | will be no very great deviation of the 
the Member for Rossendale. I think we} course, that there will be practically 
entertain no doubts in our own minds as| no diminution of it; that under the 
to the course we ought to pursue, and, | circumstances had we been in power 
entertaining no doubts, we think we | this is not the course we would pursue ; 
ought to make that course perfectly | still, as the course the Government 
clear to all interested in the further | suggest makes practically no difference 
progress of the Bill. My right hon. | to the schools in which we are interested, 
friend spoke in the interests of peace, | we are quite ready to accept their plan.” 
and no one who listened to him could! J] do not observe that when the pro- 
doubt that, when he pleaded with the | position is thus stated the love of peace 
Committee to treat this great question | receives the same amount of applause 
of education in a non-party and a non-/ as it did when my right hon. friend was 
controversial spirit, he was pleading | so persuasively developing _ his views 
sentiments which came from the very | to the House. . 
depth of his heart, and that he pleaded} Why is it that there is this appa- 
for a cause in which he most strenuously | rently inevitable division of opinion ! 
believes. I should be sorry to think I am certain that, if my right hon. 
that anything which the Government friend thinks the matter over, he will see 
had done or are doing is raising any that hon. Gentlemen, or some of them, 
unnecessary dust of controversy or may have more to say for the course 
introducing bitterness where otherwise thev are taking than he seems to suppose. 
peace might be expected to prevail. Let) If his view of their action was correct I 
us examine this matter in a perfectly should say that they were wasting the 
eandid spirit. My right hon. friend time of the House, and unnecessarily 
says that there is hardly any practical embittering controversy by the course 
distinction between the plan proposed they are pursuing. It may be, though 
by the Government and the plan which my right hon. friend is not aware of 
he advocates. He has told us that, so jt. that hon. Gentlemen opposite are 
far as he can see, there is not a single fighting, as we believe we are fighting, 
nan, woman, or child outside this House for a great principle which in our respec- 
to whom it makes the smallest difference tive judgments is to govern the future 
whether the plan of the Government of secondary education in this country. 
or that of the Member for Rossendale My right hon. friend said, What are you 
be adopted. If that be an accurate. afraid of in regard to the school boards 
statement of the facts, it is indeed an and secondary education ? Everybody has 
unfortunate thing that we should meet declared against the school boards having 
in embattled ranks on this occasion, anything to do with secondary education. 
that party whips should be issued, and | It has been the result of Commission 
that long and better controversies are after Commission, declaration of policy 
to be expected. But if it be as my right after declaration of policy, and the 
hon. friend says, and if the practical , school boards themselves have conceded 
difference between the plan of the! the principle that, while they are re- 
Government and the plan of the hon. sponsible in their various localities for 
Member for Rossendale be as insignificant primary education, it is to some other 
as my right hon. friend declares it to be, authority that secondary education 
surely the majority of the House should be entrusted. I do not at all 
and the Government who are responsible dispute the historical accuracy of my 
for legislation must have their way, | right hon. friend’s retrospect, but is he 
and those who differ from them must | quite sure that on the opposite side of 
abandon their opposition. If there is| the House there are not to be found 
no difference between us let peace be | gentlemen much interested in education 
restored. Surely the way to restore} whose view of the future organisation 
peace is for the minority to say—‘‘ Well, | of education in this country is not a 
we prefer our plan ; but we agree there | local authority elected ad hoc in the great 
is nothing in it, and we are quite ready to areas of the country, who shall have 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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eontrol, as the school boards have at} Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Lagree that as 
present, over the rates to be raised in the | regards the fortunes of the schools there 
ae i be te oe for ot whole | will probably be little or no difference 
of the education ! If that ambition—' between the two plans. But I am 
Mees fot Tie at the reot of much of the  t#/king of the principles laid down in the 
opposition, then I am wholly unable | Bill, and of the inevitable inferences 
to explain the vehemence of the oppo-| that will be drawn according as the Bill 
sition. In our view, it is manifest that | *s shaped a ee the other. From 
wiih nis Cebtniinn dh ten: sates of | the Bill, as we have presented it, it will 
the school boards, transmuting their be perfectly clear to the House and the 
powers and constitution, but at the same | — hat iis consider the ie, a 
time leaving them an ad hoc authority, | 2U¢00T!'S for organising secondary edu- 
with independent rating powers, to| cation is the local authority. From the 
deal with all education—to such a plan plan recommended by my right hon. 
we are unalterably opposed. I believe 5 ras there is but_ one vac tenuate be 
that to be the principle for which many | © ches je isa ne — = a = 
hon. Gentlemen are fighting. My right Mr. oT For’ i sta oa vs i iene 
hon. friend asks gentlemen on this side | * rig eee —— ge ee 
of the House—For what principle are of things which is substantially illega 
vou fighting 1 The petucipls for which at present, and which in no way conforms 
An are fighting is plainly stated upon the to the ultimate lines on which we think 
pihies ot te Oe We we fighting education should be organised. I have 
for the view that the ultimate authority ie gp sewers Ae scammers 7 “i 
ik chiens sediion te raitieky from the abandonment by the 
slike de t6 tavs ceeaet of at toa! Government of the Bill as it stands and 
nanny aid tox senutiilii diaialiaas, the substitution of the totally new Bill 
must be the local authority. A com- aang “— non. Se eRe 
mittee of the local authority may be,“ y. qe eterna ere 
constituted in a future Bill as you please. to be drawn-—-namely, that the Govers- 
It may contain, if you will, representa- — party which supports them 
tives of the school board, or of this or that peer ped — sg ce pe 
ee rik Seco = if they have a policy, that they are not 
must be from the local hod y it must dra Ww ge ny cae le imi id yma 
; . ej . ; ; unk such a lesson would be fatal. 
Stan aes oe ed oe ss If the Government were to practically 
aid by ie Poy oeagemaner ere ona ane" abandon their scheme which appeared 
aid by which its work is to be carried on. jn the original Bill, and is repeated in this 
That is the principle that is embodied | interim measure, and which is embodied 
in a very rough but sufficient form for jy every speech dealing with the subject 
the purposes of the year. Does my on behalf of the Government—embodied 
es onphead ee df beset in the statement made by the President 
recog gg totem “a ee hick thes omg of the Council, in the speech made the 
ogy: , other day by the Vice-President of the 
House of Commons to lay down the broad Council, in the speech I had the honour 
principle I have stated, and which is tg make in behalf of the Government— 
held not on this side of the House alone, | say if we were to abandon it for no 
poy Fond Regeor gan hag satisfactory reason that I could discover 
aah ' k vnc M h a gain § in the speech of my right hon. friend, 
wants to know whether it is a great then the country would say that the 
gain or not let him consider the alterna- (oyernment—whatever merits they may 
tive policy which he is recommending. otherwise possess—were quite unfitted 
He practically tries to destroy the Bill to deal with education, that they were 
rip awa and . turn = into a measure | persons who did not know to what goal 
or continuing the ee quo for twelve they were striving, what end they were 
Pree Alay SO oer sons Pema ' seeking ; who at the first wind of con- 
: ‘ ? troversy reversed their course and steered 
Str W. HART DYKE: Not to shut fora port which they have never shown 
up the’schools. any desire to reach before ; and, there- 
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fore, that such persons were unfitted, 
in the matter of education at all events, 
to have public affairs in their hands. 
Of course hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have long taken that view of the Govern- 
ment, not only with regard to education 
but in all other matters. I suppose 
that is their one bond of union which 
brings them together. The total incom- 
petence of the Government, whether in 
the fields of peace or the fields of war, 
whether in executive administration 
or in legislation—it is a commonplace 
with hon. Gentlemen opposite. But my 
right hon. friend does not take that view. 
He pleaded eloquently, not only for the 
importance of the problem of education, 
but for its instant and pressing necessity, 
He said, Avoid any course which may 
produce delay in the settlement of the 
question, for delay will have a disastrous 
effect on the economic future of our 
rising generation to whom the great 
commercial interests of Great Britain 
are to be entrusted. But does my right 


hon. friend think that if we adopted. 


the course which he presses upon us we 
could come down to the House next year 
with a comprehensive Bill—[Cries of 
“Why not ?’’]—or, if we did come 
down with such a Bill, that we should 
have the smallest chance of passing it 
into law! [Cries of “Why not ?”7] I 
presume we should not have gained the 
respect of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
[Cries of ** You are wrong.’’] I am 
sure we should have lost the confidence 
of hon. Gentlemen who sit behind us. 
They would rightly feel that we are not 
safe guides in the matter of education ; 
that it is not to hands so feeble and 
vacillating that the settlement of so vital 
a problem should be entrusted. And, 
even if they were converted by the 
arguments of my right hon. friend, 
the public outside, upon whom they and 
we alike depend, would form the judg- 
ment which no subsequent action 
of ours could reverse, I am convinced, 
that in this matter, if in no other, we 
had shown ourselves hopelessly incom- 
petent either to make up our minds, or, 
our minds having been made up, to ask 
the House to go with us to the end; 
and if the public came to that judgment, | 
then good-bye to those useful and im- | 
mediate projects of reform in the field of | 
education which my right hon. friend | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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|so urgently desires. My right hon. 
friend has produced no argument what- 
ever in support of his proposal based 
on the necessities of the evening continua- 
tion or higher grade schools, for, in his 
view, and in my view, both plans would 
probably have much the same effect on 
the future fortunes of these schools. 
But, while our Bill will be taken by the 
House and the country as an authorita- 
tive declaration of the general line 
upon which we mean to proceed in our 
future Bill, if we followed his plan it 
would be taken with equal certainty 
and justice as an indication that we had 
handed our educational policy bodily 
over to the other side ot the House. 
I cannot ask the Committee to take 
that step, and I earnestly trust—I know 
it would be vain to appeal to educationists 
on the other side of the House—but I 
ask the Gentlemen on this side of the 
House that they will support the Govern- 
ment in a policy which I honestly believe 
is one in which the best interests of our 
country are intimately involved. fy vis 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I agree 
with the right hon. Gentieman that 
this is an unfortunate occasion on which 
to discuss the large questions raised by 
the speech of the right hon. Baronet and 
by the right hon. Gentleman himself. 
But the language which the right hon. 
Gentleman has used does not make it 
necessary that I should endeavour to 
state what we regard as the real question 
at issue. I should like to endeavour to 
recall the House to the question actually 
before it, which is sometimes forgotten in 
listening to the eloquent periods of the 
right hon. Gentleman. The right hon. 
Gentleman complained of the bitterness 
imported into this question, but that 
bitterness is entirely due to the fact that 
when the original Bill was introduced it 
was heralded by innumerable declara- 
tions that it was intended to commit the 
House and to establish the principle that 
the elementary schools as well as secon- 
dary education was to be taken out 
of the hands of the school boards. 
Having watched the matter for many 
years, I am convinced that there is no 
reason why secondary education should 
be a matter of party or political contro- 
versy in the House, if theological ques- 
tions are kept out of it. If this Bill had 
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been brought forward originally as a 
purely and simply secondary education 


measure,if it had not been said that it was" 
to be a Bill for establishing an authority | 
which was to control elementary as well | 


as secondary education, I do not believe 


that the party feeling which we all regret | 


would have ever arisen. There has been 
no desire on this side of the House to 
make party capital out of the question, so 
far as secondary education is concerned ; 
and if it has hecome a matter of party, it 
is because it has been looked upon as the 
first step in an educational revolution 
which is to extinguish the school boards, 
and the provisions attached to the schooi 
boards by the Act of 1870, and, there- 
fore, to completely transform our whole 
educational system. The right hon. 
Gentleman has carried over to this Bill, 
although only in a shadowy shape, the 
large principles which were involved in 
his first Bill. He has reiterated them 
to-night ; but could any one imagine a 
worse opportunity for asserting the large 
principles in this particular Bill? I 


wondered, in listening to the right hon. | 


Gentleman, whether at all moments of 
his speech he remembered what this 
Bill was. It is a Bill for enabling a 
certain number of schools and classes to 
be carried on for one year, and one year 
only. Why should that Bill settle any 
principle at all? Why should a Bill 
which is only a temporary expedient to 
correct an error in the interpretation of 
the law—{Cries of “ No, no.”’] Surely 
it could not be denied that the law had 
been wrongly interpreted by the school 
boards, and even by the Vice-Presidents 
of the Council, who had given their 
blessing to these schools! This is a Bill 
which is only intended to operate for one 
year, and the right hon. Gentleman has 
told us that a complete Bill is to be intro- 
duced next year. But when that Bill is 
introduced we shall have to discuss all 
these questions over again. The right 
hon. Gentleman has said that this Bill is 
not to set up a permanent authority. Ot 
course not. That permanent authority | 
is to be set up next year, and why should 
we discuss now all these questions on a 
temporary Bill ? 

Let me tell the right hon. Gentle- 
man that we are not moved, in regard 
to the position we take up, by a blind 
devotion to school boards. It is nothing 
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|of the kind. What we care about is to- 
| see this educational work properly done,. 
and efficiently done. We do fear 
that there will be a general stoppage of 
these higher grade and evening continua- 
tion schools. I believe that perhaps the 
large majority of the local authorities. 
‘proposed to be set up by this Bill will 
‘allow the school boards to go on with 
their work. But we do fear that 
there will be some cases in which there 
will be a stoppage, and we further fear. 
that in many cases there will be a regret- 
table delay in the communications be- 
tween the local authorities and the 
school boards which will prevent the 
schools being carried on as soon as desir- 
able. The right hon. Baronet the Member 
for Dartford laid stress on the fact, due to 
his own experience, that there will be 
friction arising from the subjection ot 
one electing body to another. More 
especially will this be in the case ot 
borough councils, where the two bodies 
are elected by the same electorate, and in 
the same areas ; and that will prevent, as 
the right hon. Member for Dartford well 
knows, the question being approached 
next session in the pacific and reasonable 
spirit with which it ought to be ap- 
proached. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury says that there are only two courses 
open to the Government. The first 1s to 
allow the school boards to go on in the 
way hitherto followed, and which the 
courts of law have declared to be illegal. 
I understand his objection to that course, 
and that it is quite a tenable position. 
But then the right hon. Gentleman says 
that the only alternative is the proposal 
contained in the Bill, which is to subject 
the school boards to the control of the 
county and borough councils. Surely 
there is a third course—namely, to main- 
tain the status quo for a year only. By 
maintaining the status quo I do not 
mean that the school boards are to be. 
allowed to go on doing what they have 


done at their own free will and pleasure,. 


but that they are to go on doing it under 
the control of the Education Department, 
which will show them that they are not 


‘entitled to carry out their own free will 


and pleasure in individual cases, and. 
which will prevent any abuse of their 
rights. I put it to the Committee that 


‘there is no committal on the part of the 


House to any principle if we allow the. 
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school boards to go on for one year only, 
in the course they have followed, subject 
to the control of the Education Depart- 
ment, which will show to everyone con- 
cerned that the school boards are not 
doing the work of their own power. 
The Amendment which has been sug- 
gested by the hon. Member for Rossen- 
dale would be a proper compromise, al- 
though many of us on this side of the 
House would have liked to have gone 
much further. It is, we think, how- 
ever, a reasonable concession which may 
be made by the Government. I will not 
go on to argue the larger question raised | 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
about the future constitution of the 
authority for secondary education, for | 
do not think that ought to arise on this | 
Bill. The reason why I regret the course 
the Government have taken in objecting 
to this compromise suggested by my hon. 
friend is that there will be no saving of 
time, that it will bring us face to face 
next session with an irritated state of 
mind, and that we shall not have the 
same chance of settling in a reasonable 
and temperate way a question which 
might be settled without political con- 
troversy such as this Bill will give rise to. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale) said that as his proposed Amend- 
ment had been mentioned by almost every 
speaker in the debate he might be per- 
mitted to say a few words as to the attitude 
he had assumed on this very important 
question. He wag sure that many 
hon. Members on the other side as 
well as that side of the House would 
agree with him that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dartford had 
done himself great honour by the speech 
which he had delivered, devoid as it was 
of all party animus, and obviously 
devoted to the great cause of education. 
This was an occasion unique in the history 
of educational legislation, where a fair 
compromise might be arrived at without 
any further dicussion of an acrimonious 
character, without any delay in business 
procedure—a delay which would be 
almost calamitous at this period of the 
session. He thought hon. Gentlemen 
on the Ministerial side of the House | 
should consider that they had in the right | 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dartford 
a sort of ‘ Daniel come to judgment.” 


Mr. Bryce. 
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| With all due respect to the right hon. the 


Vice-President of the Board of Educa- 
tion and others sitting on the Govern- 
ment benches, there was no one to 
compare with his right hon. friend the 
Member for Dartford, who, in educa- 
tional legislation, spoke with the 
authority of successful experience, and 
not as a ecribe. That right hon. 
Gentleman was the author of the most 
important Education Bill which had 


passed this House since 1870—a Bill 


which had brought to the yonng people 
of almost every town, village. and.hamlet 
in this country a certain amount of 
technical and scientific instruction in 
relation to their various callings in life 
which they could not possibly have had 
but for the compromise which the right 
hon. Gentleman had made on _ behalf¢of 
the Government of the day in passing 
the Technical Instruction Act in 1889. 
They were entitled to regard the appeal 
which that right hon. Gentleman had 
made to-night to the Leader of the 
House and his friends around him as 
of the greatest possible interest and sig- 
nificance. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury had answered that appeal by sug- 
gesting that the Government would lose 
prestige in the country, and the con- 
fidence of his own party, by giving way 
to the recommendation of the right hon. 
Member for Dartford, and by adopting 
the Amendment, or something like it, 
which he suggested. 

The jFirst Lord of the Treasury had 
defended his position by a statement 
which could not be substantiated by the 
facts of the case. He spoke of what he 
called the essential principle of the Bill 
as the new Secondary Education 
Authority. But the Secondary Educa- 
tion Authority proposed incidentally in 
the Bill to be constituted of Municipal 
Councils in the future had no relation 
whatever to what the Committee were 
discussing, namely, the means of carry- 
ing on for one year higher grade elemen- 
tary schools and classes. That was the 
essential principle of the Bill. At this 
moment the Government had not decided 
that the education imparted in the higher 


grade schools was secondary education, 


in the sense in which all the civilised coun- 
tries in the world regarded secondary 
education. The judges in the Cockerton 
case had declined to define what was 
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secondary education, or to draw the line | therefore, in considering this short Bill, 
between secondary and elementary edu-/| were still working in the dark. They 
cation; they left this to the House to} had not, at present, as he understood 
determine. The higher grade elementary | the ruling of the Chairman, the right or 
schools in England were not to be com-| power to discuss the secondary education 
pared with the secondary schools of| authority of the future. The Bill did. 
Germany and America. The Cockerton| not propose to create that authority 
judgment had simply proved that in| now. In its preamble, and in almost 
the Actof 1870 there were certain subjects | every line except those he proposed to 
not included, which had been taught in| exclude by his Amendment, the Bill. 
board schools under the term of higher | simply meant that things should go on 
elementary education, and that these| exactly as before, that it should be 
were not legal. If the secondary educa-| lawful for one year for local authorities 
tion of which the Government spoke|to give money for the work of school 
had been defined by Parliament to be the | boards in higher elementary schools and 
higher elementary education and the | classes ; that it should be lawful for school 
higher-grade education which the school | boards to accept money from local autho- 
boards had given for so many years, there | rities to carry on the same education 
might be some reason for the Govern-| they have hitherto given, and that it 
ment creating a secondary authority to | should be lawful for the Board of Educa- 
take charge of it. But, since there| tion to sanction the class of teaching 
was no definition of secondary educa-| which the school boards had hitherto 
tion by statute, why should the) given under the authority of the Board 
Government make another step in of Education. He asked the Leader of 
the wrong direction, and establish a| the House, therefore, whether it was 
secondary education authority only for | fair to charge those on that side of the 
higher elementary education when no| House with party spirit because they 
such authority was required ? The proposed a simple Amendment such as 
First Lord of the Treasury had laid great | that he had put down for the con- 
stress on the fact that many Members | sideration of the Committee, which 
on both sides of the House would probably carried out the whole of the essential 
recognise that in the future educational | principles of the Bill 


| 


authority which was to be constituted | 
throughout the country there should) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented. 

be a very large infusion of the local | 

authority of each district. On that point) *Mr. MATHER asked in what particu- 
he entirely agreed with the right hon. | lars it failed to carry out the essential 
Gentleman. But while the major portion | principles of the Bill. The Government 
of the future authority for secondary | proposed to give the local authorities 
education might consist of the municipal | power to find the money legally to 
councils and the local authorities, the | carry on certain schools and classes for 
House had not yet agreed as to the com-/| one year, which the Cockerton judg- 
position of the other portion. No de-| ment found at present unlawful. Sodid 
cision had been come to as to whether | the Amendment. The Government pro- 
that portion of the authority should be | posed that school boards should be able to 
elected ad hac, or be composed of members | accept that money legally. The Opposi- 
of certain associations and bodies through-| tion was entirely with them. The 
out the country, duly delegated under an | Amendmeny proposed that it should be 
Act of Parliament to take part in the | spent under the control and direetion of 
educational work of the country. The|the Board of Education, and not under 
Vice-President of the Council, in intro-| that of a Municipal Council, for one 
ducing the Education (No. 1) Bill, gave| year. The Board of Education was 
no indication, when pressed, of what the|the supreme authority to direct the 
future authority should be. Beyond the/ education of this country. So far 
fact that the majority of the members of |as_ legislation had gone, there , was 
the authority should be drawn from the|no higher authority. The Board had 
municipal councils, the matter was left | done its work during many years and 
entirely in the air. The Committee, | under many difficulties with great credit 











1371 Education 


‘to itself. There appeared to be at present 

some difficulty on that Board, but he 
would not enter upon that matter now. 
At any rate, the supporters of the Amend- 
ment were at one with the Government, 
if they would agree to a simple Bill for 
carrying on for one year the education to 
which they had been accustomed for the 
last twenty years, and for bringing in the 
local authority only as suggested in his 
Amendment ; but they could not agree 
that the local authorities should be 
established as the secondary education 
authority unless they had an oppor- 
tunity, with the Speaker in the Chair, 
of being able to discuss with the 
Government the question of the best 
‘secondary education authority under 
which these schools should be placed 
permanently in the future. 

He was of a sanguine disposition, and 
was not without hope that even yet the 
First Lord of the Treasury would see his 
way to modify the somewhat harsh posi- 


tion he had taken up. The Opposition , 


were not moved by party spirit in 
‘this matter. They were anxious only 
for the education of the country. 
‘They were desirous of seeing that 
which had been of such service in the 
past placed for one year more in the 
happy position it had occupied for so 
many years. But in order to meet the 
eases which had been presented from 
time to time, in which the Vice-President 
had shown that some abuse of the 
liberty enjoyed by school boards had been 
possible, the Amendment proposed that 
the Board of Education should take 
entire control of the matter, and deter- 
mine the subjects that should or should 


not be taught. If the matter were treated | 
'The right hon. Gentleman had stated 


in a proper spirit, without party strife, 
it would be possible, without prolonging 


the debate over that night, to pass the | 


Bill, and get on at once to other matters 


of great and pressing national importance. | 
/and to the view that nothing should be 


He, therefore, begged the right hon. 
Gentleman to consider the weight of | 
argument on the Opposition side of the 
House, and, if possible, to modify his 
position, so that the Bill might be passed | 
with the consent of all educationists on 
both sides of the House. a 

Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) felt | 
sure that at least 80 per cent. of Members | 
of the House would have been glad if, as | | 


Mr. Mather. 
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the result of the discussion, some arrange- 
'ment could have been arrived at which 
| would secure the object in view, and at 
thesame time not give away the principle. 
But no one could have been surprised 
that the Leader of the House did not see 
in the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for the Rossendale Division a proper 
basis of such a compromise. He himself 
could not assent to the view of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
that the question 
between the two parties was a very 
trivial one, nor, on the other hand, could 
he see‘anything in the course of the debate 
to justify the assertion of Members on 
the other side that this Bill was the first 
step in an educational revolution. If 
the Committee realised that they had a 
practical question to deal with, it might 
greatly shorten the discussion, and help 
them to find a way out of the difficulty. 
Hon. Members opposite cheered when 
the Member for the Dartford Division 
suggested an arrangement. But an 
arrangement which gave up the whole 
matter in controversy to the views of 
one side could hardly be called an arrange- 
ment at all. If any arrangement was 
made it should be one in which each side 
gave up something, but nothing that 
was essential, and he believed that such 
an arrangement was possible. The 
Amendment which had been suggested 
as a basis of a compromise, however, 
would give away that for which the 
supporters of the Bill were contending, 
and would not solve the practical difti- 
culties with which the Committee were 
faced. He did not agree that any great 
principle was at stake in the sense of 
endeavouring to establish a new principle. 


that the principle he had in view was 
that of the local authority being the 
body charged with secondary education. 
He heartily assented to that principle, 


done by the present Bill to interfere with 
it. But the Committee should remember 
that that was not a new principle. It 
was established in 1889, when county 
‘councils and certain local authorities 
| were made the authorities for technical 
| education, and empowered to find funds 
to a certain amount for that purpose. 
That principle was confirmed in the 
episode of the whisky money, and the 
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county councils were continued as the | 
authorities to distribute the fund in 
relation to technical education. But 
there was a question of difference not 
touched by the Amendment, and which 
had not been dealt with in the debate, 
and that was the practical difficulty 
ereated by the Cockerton judgment. 
There was the question of overlapping. 
That evil had been absolutely stopped 
by the Cockerton judgment, and the 
difficulty created by that judgment had 
to be met without renewing the difficulty 
which that judgment removed. The 
first essential, therefore, was to provide 
in some way that the two sets of authori- 
ties, who were now treading on one 
another’s toes, the one being lawfully 
charged withsecondary education, and the 
other having unlawfully taken the field, 
should meet together and find a modus 
rivendi for the vear. That was the main 
question before the Committtee, and it 
was not provided for by the Amendment. 
It was suggested that the matter should 
be left to the Board of Education. Such 
a compromise would not work at all. 
The question was very complicated, by 
reason not of its wide ramifications, 
but of the multiplicity of its details. 
In every district in which this over- 
lapping existed there were two sets of 
schools, the one run by the school 
board and the other by the county 
council, dealing with the same subjects. 
Nobody knew—except the school boards 
and the county councils, and they knew 
very well indeed—what were the diffi- 
culties between them; they knew ex- 
actly on what subjects the one was 
emptying the class-rooms of the other ; 
they knew exactly where they had one 
set of pupils with two schools, each with 
a half-set of pupils; and if they could 
just meet together and discuss the 
matter they could in the simplest way 
possible solve the difficulty. That was 
the object of the Bill—to bring the two 
authorities together to settle the terms 
on which the matter should proceed 
during this year. Those who were| 
unlawfully working in the field would | 
have to submit to some sort of terms | 
from those who were lawfully working, | 
so that the schools which were required | 
and were doing good might be carried on. | 
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be made for having only one set of schools; 
in other cases, doubtless, the county 
council would permit them to go on. 
The form of the Bill was perhaps a 
little unfortunate in one or two ways, 
and had been misunderstood by some 
authorities in the country. The school 
boards in some places did not under- 
stand why they should go to the county 
councils, and in some places the county 
councils did not quite understand what 
was proposed. He believed that all the 
Bill intended was that the two authorities 
should meet together in cases where 
there was overlapping, and that where 
overlapping did not obtain the existing 
system during the year should not be 
touched at all. If the Committee would 
get rid of the idea that they were dis- 
cussing the whole question of secondary 
education he thought that some arrange- 
ment might still be arrived at, but it 
could not be on the basis of the Amend- 
ment under discussion. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I 
should not detain the Committee for 
more than two or three minutes, but I 
wish at this early stage of our proceedings 
to add my voice to those which have 
already been raised in support of a 
course which I am certain, if the Govern- 
ment could see their way to adopt it, 
would lead to a speedy and _ pacific 
settlement of the temporary difficulty 
with which alone we are at present con- 
cerned. Let me say at once that I 
demur entirely—and in this respect I 
agree with the hon. and learned Member 
who has just spoken—to the doctrine 
which appeared to be propounded by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, that we are 
by the passing of this Bill settling any 
principle of education whatsoever. In 
whatever form this Bill is passed, it will be 
perfectly open to all of us in the next 
session of Parliament, when the Govern- 
ment come forward with their settled 
scheme, to discuss that scheme with free 


'and unfettered hands, and it will not 


be possible for anybody to say that the 
House of Commons in this session of 
Parliament, by its decision in regard to 
the best method of dealing with a special 
emergency, has precluded its judgment 
as to the ultimate educational authority 


In the cases where they were not doing| throughout the country. I would say 


good no doubt some arrangement would | further—and I am not dealing with this 
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matter in any controversial spirit—|What is a child? It does not decide 
that even from his own point of view, when a human being ceases to be a child. 
if the First Lord of the Treasury is This is a question upon which the 
anxious to get on the Statute-book in| Cockerton judgment says nothing. It 
this inchoate and anticipatory form says that you are not to give education 
some kind of parliamentary recognition | in any subject which is prescribed by the 
of the fitness of municipal authorities Whitehall Code, but it leaves entirely 
for educational work, he is doing a very unsolved the question as to what are the 
ill-service to the cause of education by limits of the education which the White- 
introducing it in this extremely irritating hall Code may prescribe. The Judges 
form. It would be far better that the were most careful not to define any 
question of what the ultimate educational superior limit to elementary education. 
authority shall be—a question on which The result is that the body, whatever it is, 
there are wide differences of opinion which has to determine whether the 
among educationists not corresponding school boards shall continue this work 
with the lines of party cleavage— will have to answer two questions on 
should be decided altogether apart from which the law as at present decided 
the temporary and transient embarrass- throws no light, and which, if the decision 
ments of the Cockerton judgment. is left to the local authorities, may be 
That being so, I ask the Committee to decided in one way in one place and in 

consider for a few minutes what isthe best @n0ther way in another place. The 
wav to deal with the difficulty. Two local authorities will have to determine 
courses of dealing with the emergency Most difficult and delicate legal questions, 
have been suggested—one is to give the without any canon or guide to secure 
power of sanctioning the continuance of that their decisions will be uniform. If 
irregularities for a twelvemonth to the that is the case, would it not be far better 
county and borough councils, and the leave the determination of these ques- 
other is to give the power to the Board tons to an authority like the Board of 
of Education. That is what the whole Education, which, though not judicial, 
thing amounts to. As practical men, | }8 free from all local prepossessions and 
who want to deal with this matter in a Prejudices, and which has at its disposal 
practical way, we have to decide which the best expert advice in the country, 
of these two courses is the best. [ and which can lay down uniform rules 
happen to know something about the | to prevent classes from being capriciously 
Cockerton judgment, and I find that the closed in one place and continued in 
most extraordinary misapprehensions | ®nother? It is a mere question of ad- 
even now prevail as to what was actually | ™inistration to meet a passing emer- 
decided in that case. May I tell the gency; and the most practical and 
Committee what was decided? The. business-like method is to leave it to the 
most extraordinary misapprehensions Board of Education. 

prevailed as to what was decided by the | 

Cockerton judgment. Two propositions,; Sim J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
and two only, were decided. The first N.E.) asked whether this discussion was 
is that it is not legal at the expense of the | in order. 

rates to give instruction to persons who 

are not children. The second is that) *THe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
it is not legal to give instruction in any before the Committee practically raises 
subject which is not prescribed by the, the whole principle of the Bill. When 
Whitehall Code. These two propositions, the Committee comes to a decision on 
and no others, were decided to be the law. | the Amendment—as I suppose it wil 
I have mentioned this matter for the | some time—and if it rejects the Amendl 
purpose of clearing up a matter upon | ment, it will assert that Sub-section 1 
which there appears to be a good| stands part of the Bill, and that will 
deal of general misapprehension. The/ exclude all the alternative suggestions 
Cockerton judgment says you cannot | which are now being made. 
give education to anybody who is not | 
a child at the expense of the rates, but; Mr. BRYCE: Upon a point of order 
it leaves entirely unsolved the question— | I wish to ask a question. The present 


Mr. Asquith. 
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Amendment is oie to exclude 
authorities from having anything to do 
with the matter at all. Surely that will 
not exclude an Amendment which recog- 
nses the action of the local authority, 
and which associates something else with 
the local authority. 


Surely there is a 
marked difference between these two 
propositions 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I should not like 
to expres; an opinion with regard to the 
merits of a particular Amendment. All 
I wish to say is that the general principle 
of sub-section 1 will be affirmed by this 
decision, and if that is so then any p o- 
posals for leaving matters as they are or 
tor establishing another authority alto- 
gether or for negativing the power of 
the local authority would naturally fall 
to the ground. 


*Sik RICHARD JEBB (Cambridge 
University) said that the work contem- 
plated was of a scope which the Board 
ot Education could not possibly perform. 
The problem was essentially a local one. 
The Board could only obtain the neces- 
sary local knowledge by holding a series 
of inquiries, which would take time, and 
it sanction had to be given at all it had to 
be given within a very limited period. 
The right hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken had protested against the Bill 
being regarded as settling any principle. 
He said that next session when the Bill 
was introduced they must come to the 
question with an absolutely open mind. 
3ut if the Government had simply sus- 
pended the Cockerton judgment for a 
vear they would have been endorsing 
the principle that school boards were the 
proper authorities to undertake the con- 
trol of education above the elementary 
stage. [Opposition cries of “ No, no.’’} 
He maintained that that was so, because 
if the Cockerton judgment had had no 
existence, and if the school boards could 
have gone on spending the school board 
rate on any kind of education they 
pleased, there would have been no limit 
to the field of secondary education over 
which they could have spread their 
operations Was it not certain that in 
these circumstances the school boards 
would have strengthened their hold on 
this field and have been in a much 


stronger position at the end of the year 
than at the beginning ? 
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Had the Government adopted this 
course they would have been recognising 
the principle that the school board 
was a proper authority not only for 
primary education, but for higher 
education also. He thought the 
|course adopted by the Government 
was the only proper one under the cir- 
cumstances. They had heard a good 
deal about the friction which was likely 
‘to arise, but everything appeared to 
indicate that there would be no such 
friction. He looked with great hope- 
fulness to the future. It had been said 
that upon the Ministerial benches they 
had no desire except to disparage the 
work of school boards and higher ele- 
mentary schools. He fully recognised 
the good work which the higher grade 
schools had done, for they had supplied 
a great deficiency in education, and all 
praise to them for having done so. Every- 
one interested in education was fully 
aware of the good work which had been 
done in this way, but because school 
boards had done some good work: in 
secondary education during a_transi- 
tional period, it did not follow that whenat 
last we organised our secondary education 
we desired to constitute them the per- 
manent authority for that purpose. He 
thought the circumstances of the case 
were a sufficient justification for the 
course which had been adopted by the 
Government. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that hon. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, and especially 
the First Lord of the Treasury, were re- 
sponsible for prolonged debate. The 
right hon. Gentleman would not make 
a temporary arrangement, but would 
insist on laying down a principle which 
should be the permanent principle for 
secondary education in the future. The 
First Lord insisted that they should 
have a Second Reading debate on a Bill 
which was to be produced next year, 
and which the House knew nothing 
about. It was a perfectly novel pro- 
ceeding, unheard of before, and the 
First Lord was responsible for the whole 
‘thing. He was one of those who believed 
in having county authorities for second- 
ary education. The principle had been 
tried in Wales, and had been working 


Indeed, 
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rities have control, so far as Wales was) 
co cerned, of elementary education. In 
no respect had the present principle been 
a greater success than in the avoidance 
of sectarian controversy. He did not 
know any place where such contro- 
versy ran keener than in Wales. Yet 
when they came to Wales now they were 
elear of it. That showed, therefore, 
that as far as he was concerned, at any 
rate, he was not afraid of the establish- 
ment of this principle in regard to 
secondary education. ; 

The point to which he took objection 
was this. The First Lord said they 
were establishing a principle. What 
principle ? They were establishing the 
principle that county councils were to 
govern secondiry education. But that 
was not what was proposed by the Bill 
that was withdrawn. That measure 
proposed that county governing bodies 
should be established. He could under- 
stand a proposal of that kind, but that 
was not the principle established by this 
Bill. Secondary education in Wales was 
governed by a county governing body. 
Now the First Lord of the Treasury 
proposed that the county councils, which 
were a totally different body, should 
control secondary education. That was 
the principle established by this Bill, 
and it was a totally different thing from 
what was proposed before. The way in 
which it was proposed to establish this 
principle was the very worst in the world. 
They were now asked not merely to 
establish a principle, but to give power 
to the county councils to deal with 
higher grade education. They were 
asked to give the county councils this 
power before they had got any organisa- 
tion to carry on the work and _ before 
thev had had any experience. What 
hoppened in Yorkshire? There they 
had a number of higher grade schools 
and grammar schools, and only three 


technical schools under the county 
eouncil. The higher grade schools were 


under the school board, and the grammar 
schools were under other authorities. 
This Bill proposed that the whole of the 
schools should be placed, not under the 
authority which managed the majority 
of them, and which had had the most 
experience, but under the authority 
which had had charge of only three of the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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he would be glad to see county autho- | 
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schools. Surely that was a very serious 
thing todo. If the county councils were 
to have any real authority to promote 
and assist education in any way there 
might be something to be said for the 
proposal of the First Lord of the Treasury; 
but the only thing which the county 
councils would be able to do was to 
retard education. They could only 
exercise their authority in one way, and 
they had no responsibilit y. 

The school boards were subject to the 
Vice-President of the Council, but the 
county councils would not have any 
responsibility. The only way in which the 
county governing bodies could exercise 
their functions at all was by stopping the 
work of the school boards, and so saving 
something to the ratepayers. That 
showed clearly what were the intentions 
of the Government. Under no circum- 
stances could education profit. For his 
own part he did not believe in these 
small school boards in rural districts : 
he was in favour of larger areas; he 
should not mind if they were county 
areas, and he should be still more pleased 
if the right hon. Gentleman in his Bill 
next year proposed to give power to the 
smaller county councils to federate, and 
if there was the same authority in regard 
to elementary education as in regard to 
secondary education. Under the pro- 
posal before the Committee the local 
authorities would have no pride in their 
work, and the only way they could 
exercise their functions would be by 
stopping the schools, and saying to the 
electors, ‘‘ We have stopped these schools, 
and saved you a rate of 3d. in the pound.” 
That was the only boast they would be 
able to make. What kind of statesman- 
ship was that? It demonstrated clearly 
what the object of the Government was, 
and under no circumstances could eduea- 
tion profit, for it lost either way. The 
real reason for this Bill was not the 
anxiety of the right hon. Gentleman 
to establish the principle that the county 
councils should be the educational autho- 
rity ; it was the knowledge that in some 
cases the power would be utilised so as to 
put up elementary education at a sort of 
Dutch auction between the Chureh 
schools and the school boards. The 
Church schools would say, ‘“* We will do 
this for nothing,” and where there were 
strong Conservative town or county 
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associations the business would be handed 
over to the church schools. The desire 


which animated the whole policy of the | 


Government was to promote the interests 
of the sectarian schools at the expense 
of the schools which represented the 
people of the country. That was a great 
misfortune in view of the keen com- 
mercial competition in which we were 
engaged with other countries. In the 
United States they had got education up 
to the age of eighteen practically, and 
sometimes up to the age of twenty-one. 


In Germany the age limit was sixteen, | 


and while they were engaged in this 
life-and-death competition with foreign 
countries the English Parliament was 
discussing a Bill, not for setting up an 
authority to simulate education, but an 
authority to cut down educational work 


which had hitherto been done by the | 


local authorities. 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in™ the 
Chair]. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he regretted the attitude 
taken up by the Government on this 
question. He thought the action the 
Government had taken in this debate 
showed that they looked more to party 
advantage than to the interest of educa- 
tion. Most moderate views had _ been 
addressed to them from both sides of 
the House, and there had been absolutely 
no party passion brought into the matter 
at all. No one could say that during 
the debate there had been introduced 
any party bias or religious antipathies. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Dartford Division and the Member 
for the Rossendale Division had made a 
moderate appeal to the Government, 
and no one could say that these authori- 
ties were not seriously desirous oi aiding 
the education of the country. When 
two gentlemen like these had taken the 
action they had done there could be no 
doubt that party bias was eliminated 
from this matter. But there was another 
authority greater than these hon. Gentle- 
men, and that was the late Education 
Minister, who wrote the other day to 
The Times, suggesting that the Govern- 
ment should legalise the action of the 
school boards for one year in order that 
they might carry on the work in which 
they had been engaged, and that a 
comprehens-ve measure 
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(brought in next session. That would 
| be a statesmanlike course to pursue, 
and it had the advantage of having all 
the educational authorities in its favour, 
| but unfortunately the Government had 
| seen fit to reject all these appeals. He 
could not but think that the reason 
was, as stated by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, that the Government felt 
that if they accepted the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for the Rossendale 
Division it would so shake their prestige 
that they would not be able to pass any 
Bill at all. He did not agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman in the pessimistic 
view he took of the Unionist party. 
He thought the Government might 
withdraw the Bill, as had been suggested. 
They would then show that they placed 
education before the interests of party. 
But if it was a fact that the right hon. 
Gentleman placed party before education, 
he regretted it very much indeed. He 
did not think that was the attitude on 
that side of the House. They had 
never made education a party question ; 
they had always gone in for educational 
and not for party advantage ; what they 
had advocated was whatever would 
better the education of the people of 
the country, and he know that that 
was also the position of many hon. 
Gentlemen on the Ministerial benches. 
He was perfectly certain that every fair- 
minded person would say that they on 
that side of the House had endeavoured 
to keep out religious bias from their 
educational discussions ; and, if that had 
been imported, it was because they must 
repel attacks made upon them in the 
country and in this House. He regarded 
education as being one of the most vital 
subjects in which they could engage. 
This Bill would not do anything for 
education. The Government had a great 
majority, but it could do nothing under 
the Bill, and the county councils could do 
nothing, to promote secondary education. 
He defied the right hon. Gentleman, who 
was one of the most acute logicians and 
one of the most subtle reasoners in the 
House, to show how this Bill could 
promote education. The Bill did not 
give to the county councils any power 
of initiating education, nor to the schovi 
boards; it only said that the county 
councils could put their ban on any 
educational effort by the school boards in 
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the country. A great deal had been 
said in the course of the debate as to 
overlapping. lf there was overlapping 
he regretted it; but he would rather 
see overlapping on education than any- 
thing else. He did not see why there 
should not be a continuity of policy in 
education. There was overlapping in 
armaments, but he would rather see 
overlapping in education than in arma- 
ments. As an agriculturist he main- 
tained that what they required was a 
real good secondary education on agricul- 
ture; but this Bill did nothing to pro- 
mote agricultural education. and because 
of that, he strongly opposed it. Then 
again, what effect would the Bill have 
on local government ? He belonged to 
the county council in Devonshire, and 
he knew that friction would be set up 
if one local authority were to override 
another. The county councils had done 
the administrative work entrusted to 
them most admirably, but they had 
not been elected for educational purposes. 
The duty of administering the * whisky 
money,” which had been thrown on 
their hands without any preparation, 
and without any help irom the Board 


ot Edueation, had been fairly well 
done, although at first much money 
had been wasted. and it became 
necessary to get order out of chaos. 


Now, however, they were doing their 
technical work in nearly all the county 
councils well. What he feared was that 
if the county councils had to superintend 
the multiplicity of details which would 
be thrown upon them by this Bill, they 
would not be equal to it. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President shook his 
head, but he could quote against him 
the right hon. and learned Member for 
Cambridge University, who had asked 
how the county councils could have the 
staffs to see whether the school boards 
overlapped the other educational bodies, 
and whether there was unhealthy com- 
petition. It was ridiculous to suppose that, 
if this Bill passed, the county councils 
would appoint a new staff of inspectors 
for one year only, to go and see whether 
the school boards were carrying out 
their duty in a proper manner. There- 
fore, he maintained that this Bill was the 
most irrational ever submitted to the 
House. One thing was certain, and 
that was that the county 
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inspectors to find out where there was 
competition in secondary education 
would naturally cost money, would let 
things go on as they were, and that 
new prejudices would be initiated under 
the Bill. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President ought to 
have consulted the feelings of the county 
councils in this matter, and he would 
have found that in scarcely a single in- 
stance would they have agreed to having 
this duty thrust upon them. He re- 
membered that in 1896, when the first 
Edueation Bill was before the House, 
the Devonshire County Council, which 
consisted of 75 per cent. of the supporters 
of the present Government, protested 
against the technical work being thrown 
upon them. He had been told that the 
Devonshire County Council had actually 
had sent down to them a_ circular 
from the Board of Education asking it 
it was their intention to carry out the 
provisions of this Bill. Was that not 
rather presumptuous, when the Bill had 
not passed into law? If this matter 
were relegated to the county councils, 
unwilling as they were to undertake 
new duties, they would depute the super- 
intendence of school boards to their tech- 
nical education committees. But the 
technical education committees could 
only make recommendations which had 
to pass through the county councils, and 


he had often seen more considerable 
schemes thrown out by the county 
councils beeause, forsooth, these were 


going to cost so much money. He 
would very much prefer that the Board 
of Education, instead of throwing this 
duty upon the county councils, should 
have taken it upon themselves for this 
one year. The Board of Education 
could supervise the school boards, and 
pare off those excrescences which they 
said existed. If the Amendment of his 
hon. friend the Member for Rossendale 
were carried, the Board of Education 
could check any extravagance. He 
hoped the Bill would share the same fate 
as that which had lately been dropped, 
and also the Bill of 1896; and he was 
assured that if the county councils had 
been consulted a great change would 
have come over the spirit of the scene. 


*Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.) said 


councils, | he did not understand the criticism of 


knowing the appointment of several the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 


Mr. Lambert. 
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down. It seemed to him that the Bill 
provided exactly what the hon. Gentle- 
man wanted, namely, that the county 
councils or their technical education 
committee were to be called in to control 
the school boards in the management 
0‘ the particular schools referred to in this 
Bill. He was rejoiced to hear the First 
Lord of the Treasury say that the Govern- 
ment were determined to take up a firm 
attitude on this question, which would 
satisfy the bulk of their supporters and 
the rank and file on the Government 
benches. He was not opposed to, but de- 
sirous of, extending technical education 
and higher education ; but as a ratepayer 
he objected to have his rates appropriated 
to the payment of charges for education 
which were never intended when free 
education was granted. He took leave 
to say that the Cockerton judgment was 
pronounced by the strongest Court of 
Appeal of this generation, and that 
court had declared what the law 
really is. According to the scope of 
that judgment the rates could only be 
devoted to the education of poor children 
under fourteen years of age who were 
on the roll of elementary schools, and 
who were engaged in learning in some 
one of the standards. He did not 
object to free education, but the whole 
discussion had arisen out of the fact 
that the school boards had gone out 
of their way for the purpose of giving 
higher class education free to persons 
who were not entitled to it. In the 
evening continuation schools education 
was given out of the rates to adult 
operatives who were earning wages, and 
engaged in business all day, many of 
whom were foreigners who were being 
taught English, and all the absurdities 
happened to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Vice-President had _ referred. 
He wished to affirm that the free educa- 
tion contemplated by the Act of 1870 
was for children, not adults, and to be 
confined to elementary subjects. It was 
true that elementary subjects had never 
been defined ; but they ought to have 
been defined originally by this House, 
being those for which the school board 
rate was intended. 
when the additional provision was made 
for technical education, they would not 


have been constantly involved in the 
difficulties which had arisen from the | 
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natural desire of various school boards 
to extend the sphere of their operations. 
Mr. OSMOND-WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire) said he supported the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend because they 
were on the threshold of a very grave 
and great crisis of the nation. If the 
Government passed this measure into law 
it would leave an evil mark on the life of 
the British people for generations to come. 
The Liberals had done some little good 
to the life of the nation in the past ; and 
never a greater work for good had been 
done than in passing the Education Bill 
of 1870. The school board system in 
England and Wales, although not so well 
carried out as inScotland,was the greatest 
step ever taken towards the enlighten- 
ment of the British people; but Mr. 
Forster, great statesman as he was, would 
have done better in passing that Bill had 
it not been for the influence of the Church 
of England, which had always been jealous 
of, and anxious to prevent the State from 
doing its proper work in regard to educa- 
tion. The school boards had evolved out 
of their elementary work new grades of 
higher education, and for years there had 
been no complaints as to the way that 
work had been carried out. Indeed, it 
had been commended and encouraged 
by the Board of Education in every way. 
He was not wrong in stating that both 
the Vice-Presidents of the Council and the 
Permanent Secretaries of the Department 
had been at the opening of different 
buildings for higher-grade schools which 


had been erected by the money of the 


ratepayers through the school boards. 
He considered that in trying to pass this 
Bill the Government were aiming a mur- 
derous blow at the nation, whom it was 
their duty to serve, because the school 
boards of England and Wales were practi- 
cally unanimous in condemning the Bill 
and in asking for an enabling Bill. The 
first Bill contained some sound provisions, 
but this Bill contained none. If hon. 
Members wished to form some idea of the 
working of the Bill as regarded London 
he would ask them to look at the com- 
mentaries which the Chairman of the 
London School Board had given upon it. 
He said that this Bill empowered the 
County Council to prohibit the con- 
tinuance of no fewer than 395 schools 
that they might forbid the opening 
of any new schools, and that the 
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County Council, which was 
on quite a different issue, would have 
the control of part of the rates for 


which the London School Board was the | 


responsible trustee. Could they imagine 
a more shattering blow to the education 
of the youth of London 2? And that would 
be the same in many of the large towns 
in the country. With all the good inten- 
tions in the world, the county councils 
would be working entirely out of their 
own sphere, and, the consequence would 
be that the fine educational develop- 
ment of the last twenty years would 
crumble away and die, that the school 
boards would have no interest in their 
work, and that through the influence of 
clericals and reactionaries there would 
be stagnation in education. They had 
heard the opinion of the right hon. 
Member for Dartford, and he would 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite, who 
had a genuine interest in education, and 
who had spoken against this Bill, that 
they should not be driven like sheep 
into one lobby, but join with the other 
friends of education in voting against the 
Bill. + 

“Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
speech of the hon. Member for North 
Kensington was that of a very worthy 
follower of the Vice-President of the 
Council. It expressed the whole spirit 
of the Department as it was now 
controlled by the Vice-President, namely, 
that education was a thing to be 
haggled about, and to be restricted, 
and that the people were to have as little 
as possible of it. That was the real diffe- 
rence between the Government side of the 
House and their side. They believed that 
education was not to be measured by so 
many pennies, and that free education 
was not to be confined to the very poorest 
of the poor. They believed that educa- 
tion was of such importance to the nation 
that it was not a benefit so much to parti- 
cular children, but to the nation as a 
whole. That was the reason why he 
heartily supported the Amendment to 
leave out the first sub-section of Clause 1, 
because that clause bore throughout 


evidence of the restricting hand. It began 
by saying that only the schools or classes 
that had been carried on during the last 
twelve months were to be carried on in 
the future, and it went on to say that the 
local authority might empower the school | 
‘ 


Mr. Osmond-Williums. 


{COMMONS} 


elected | board to carry on for the period of one 
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/year the work of the school or class to 


‘such an extent and on such terms ”’ as 
might be agreed upon between the local 
authority and the school board—an 
invitation to the local authorities, elected 
for other purposes, to keep down the 
expense of education in their localities. 
And it wound up by saying that the local 
authority might apply to the maintenance 
of a school or class such sum out of the 
school fund as the council or local autho- 
rity might sanction. He wanted to know 
what human authority could tell twelve 
months beforehand what that sum might 
be. The result would be that the local 
authorities in defining the extent to 
which the school boards might go in 
carrying on these continuation and 
higher-grade schools would be liable to a 
new surcharge. In his own constituency 
there were eleven continuation schools, 
educating 2,000 boys and girls. Under 
the Minute of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which was the collateral of this Bill, the 
grants to these schools paid under Mr. 


Acland’s Code would be cut down 
28 per cent. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 


Gorst, Cambridge University): The hon. 
Gentleman cannot discuss the Minute 
under this Amendment. 

THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is out 
of order to discuss the Minute of 
the Education Department under this 
Amendment, 


Mr. WHITLEY - said he could illus- 
trate his point perfectly well in this way 
—that in his own constituency the result 
of the educational policy of the right 
hon. Gentleman, as exemplified by the 
Minute of the Department, would be 
to reduce the grants to these schools in 
his constituency from £1,200 to £800, 
a difference of £400 in the income of 
the schools. Now, these schools were 
managed by a voluntary committee, not 
by the school board, and the result was 
that they found themselves between the 
devil and the deep sea. They could turn 
neither to the school board, because there 
was the restrictive clause, nor to the 
technical committee of the county 
council, and the irony of the situation 
with regard to these schools, which would 
be so badly hit by the educational policy 
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of the Government, was that they had | 
escaped the Cockerton judgment. So far as 
his constituents were concerned, the first 
sub-section was absolutely unworkable ; 
and the irony of the situation was that 
the schools which had escaped the 
Cockerton judgment would be the very | 
first to suffer severely under the com-! 
bined action of the Act and the Minute. | 
That showed pretty distinctly the ob-| 
jections they held to the first sub-section. | 
It was unworkable, and was restrictive | 
in every way. As to the statement of | 
the Vice-President, and of the First Lord | 
of the Treasury, that no school would | 
be closed under the operation of the | 
present educational policy of the Govern- 
ment, he had ample evidence to disprove 
that ten times over; but owing to the! 
ruling of the Chair, there would not be 
an opportunity of bringing it before the 
Committee. He hoped, however, that 








the Committee would realise that the 


assertion that no school would be closed 
was not justified. A great number of 
schools would be closed, and children who 
had a right to attend them would be 
excluded. For those reasons he would 
strongly support the Amendment. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that it was pretty clear | 
that after that Amendment had been dis- 
posed of, the possibility of a compromise 
would no longer be open to the Com- 
mittee. He desired to say a few words 
in favour of a middle course. It was a 
matter of great regret to him that what 
promised to be a long and bitter con- 
troversy upon a national question should 
have been provoked upon such a small | 
issue as that contained in the Bill. If it. 
were a great constructive measure, laying 
the foundations of a new system of 
secondary education, and if it were neces- 
sary for that purpose to determine what 
authority was to administer higher edu- 
cation in the future, then he certainly 
should not flinch from the struggle. 
But it seemed to him to be an unneces- 
sary waste of time, and he was afraid of 
temper also, to try and fight out on that 
Bill future problems. If his right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
had seen his way to accept the olive 
branch which had been held out to him, 
he would not have been making a sur- 
render. He would have been merely 
effecting a compromise, which he ven- 
tured to think would be regarded by the 
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majority of hon. Members—there were, 
of course, irreconcileables on both sides— 
as an arrangement which would not in- 
volve any disgrace on the Government 
or the Opposition. His right hon. friend 
was asked to accept the proposal that 
funds for certain schools during the 
coming year should be supplied, not out 
of the school funds at the disposal of the 
school boards, but out of the funds of the 
Technical Instruction Department, and 
that the actual position in which such 
schools were to be carried on was to be 
at the discretion of the Government 
themselves. That was the concession 
offered by the Opposition. On the other 
hand, the supporters of the Bill were 
asked to bind the hands of the municipal 
authorities to a considerable extent in 
the matter. But he ventured to think 
that they would have had a valuable 
quid pro quo,inasmuch as they would have 
avoided party strife over a measure which 
they must assume contained within itself 
the germs of future legislation, and would 
have made the path of future legislation 
smooth and easy. He quite appreciated 
the difficulties of the Government in 
changing their position at that stage of 
the Bill, and probably that was the 
reason that they declined to give way. 
He was sure the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury would agree when he stated that 
long before the Bill was introduced he 
urged on his right hon. friend the advis- 


ability of putting it into such a shape 


as would command general assent. He 
had always thought that a middle course 
might have been honourably adopted 
by both sides. It would be impossible 
to accept on his own side of the House 
the proposal to give the school boards 
power to carry on the schools referred 
to in the Cockerton judgment, because 
many hon. Members knew that there 
were clearly proved cases in which 
money had been spent unwisely and 
extravagantly by the school boards. On 
the other hand, it was not necessary to 
go so far as the Bill went, and to call 
in the municipal authorities and give 
them the power of absolutely overriding 
the school board, should they choose to 
exercise it. There was a middle course, 
but it could not be taken without calling 
into play the Board of Education itself. 
He never could see himself that it was 
right to allow the Board of Education 
to shirk its responsibility. After all, it 
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education. He did not want to blame 
the Department for any action in the 
past, but he thought it should assume 
more responsibility. His right hon. 


friend stated that it was impossible for 


the Board of Education to take any 
action, because it had no knowledge. 
Who had knowledge, if the inspectors 
of the Board of Education had none ! 
The county councils had no knowledge ; 
and the only authority which was in a 
position to deal with the classes in ques- 
tion was the central authority through 
its inspectors. He quite admitted that 
it was extremely difficult for the Board 
of Education to deal with the matter, 
but it was equally difficult for the local 
authorities. Many of the county councils 
would not meet until next October, and 
it would be extremely difficult for them 
to deal effectively with the duties which 
it was proposed to give them. 
was a middle course possible, and it 
might still be taken by a modification 
of the Bill. If the local authorities could 
not come to terms, the Department of 
Education might be brought in as arbi- 


trator. That would save a good deal 
of friction, and the local authorities 


would have the assistance of the only 
authority which up to the present had 
had any experience of dealing with eduea- 
tion. Then it was admitted that the 
practical outcome of the Bill with refe- 
rence to stopping the classes objected to 
would be little or nothing. It was 
astonishing that hon. Members on_ his 
own side who objected to some of those 
classes should view with equanimity 
the position in which, as far as he could 
see, the Bill would land them. Speaking 
specially of London, the result would be 
that the London County Council would 
continue all those classes en masse. His 
hon. friends were perfectly content with 
the shadow rather than the substance. 
as long as they could determine a great 
principle. But the result of the great 
principle they were contending for was 
that the classes which, in their opinion, 
were not only illegal, but wasteful and 
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was the authority which superintended | not only have 


injurious, would be continued en masse ' 


with the consent of the local authorities, 
regarding whom his hon. friends had not, 
up to the present, expressed very great 
confidence. He was sorry that no com- 
promise had been arrived at. 


Mr. Henry Hob house. 
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saved their time and 
trouble during the few remaining weeks 
of the session, but it would also have 
prevented the beneficent legislation of 
next session being seriously and mate- 
rially prejudiced. 

*Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
said he had no desire to debate the educa- 
tional policy of the Government as 
defined in the Bill before the Committee. 
He merely wished to bring to the notice 
of the Vice-President a humble ease, 
not unlike the aristocratic cases of the 
school boards in Leeds or Gateshead. _ It 
was, however, a case which he thought 
deserved the consideration of the Govern- 
ment. The most important commercial 
and industrial centre of Wiltshire was the 
town of Swindon. It was asserted by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House that no schools would be 


TI ‘closed as the result of the present educa- 
1ere | 


tional policy of the Government. In 
Swindon there was a bye-law, and a 
very proper bye-law, that no child should 
be allowed to leave an elementary school 
until it had passed the seventh standard 
or had attained the age of fourteen yearss 
As the result of the policy of the Govern 
ment, the evening continuation school 
and the adult elementary school in 
Swindon were to be closed in six months’ 
time. The adult elementary school at 
present educated between forty and 
sixty men, and the evening continuation 
school, which, under the bye-law to 
which he referred, contained scholars 
mostly over fourteen years of age, was 
also to be closed by the School Board of 
Swindon, in deference to the educational 
policy of the Government. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner resumed the Chair. | 


Another anomaly was that the evening 
elementary schools, which up to the 
present contained scholars mostly over 
fifteen years of age, would after the Act 
came into force be nobody’s children at 
all. The technical education authorities 
were expressly precluded from giving 
them elementary instruction, and the 
elementary education authorities were 
precluded from helping to instruct any 
scholar over fifteen years. That was a 
result of the educational policy of the 
Government. In conclusion, he would 


only say that if they were to discuss a 


It would great principle, as was suggested by the 
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Leader of the House, it ought to have been ! 
| principle of a great measure not disclosed 


by a frontal attack and not on a side 
issue, as it had been brought before the 
Committee. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
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would be committing themselves to the 


either to the House or to the country. 
But the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 


. 


|'man the Member for East Fife should 


ham) said he rose principally for the | 


purpose of congratulating the Govern- 
ment on their refusal to entertain any 


notion of compromise with reference to | 


that Bill. He ventured to think that if 
the Leader of the House had yielded to 
the blandishments of the right hon. 
Gentleman, or the very polite but some- 
what insidious arguments of the Oppo- 
sition, very general and widespread 
disgust would be caused throughout the 
Unionist party not only in the House but 
inthecountry. Hedid not profess to be 
an expert on that subject Some people 
were experts on all subjects, but he was 
quite ready to admit that education was 
not his strong point. But the question 
hetore the Committee was so simple that 
he really thought that a person who was 
not an expert was perfectly entitled to 
apply his mother wit to its solution. 
What was the case before the Com- 
mittee? The Government had intro- 
duced a Bill, as he understood it, to tide 
over the period between the pronounce- 
ment of the Cockerton judgment and 
such time as they would be properly 
able to deal with the question in a perma- 
nent and general form. Very naturally, 
and he ventured to think very legiti- 
mately, the Bill foreshadowed in its 
general scope and outline the legislation 
which they wished to introduce next 
vear. The main idea of the Govern- 
ment’s scheme of education was that the 
educational authorities should be a com- 
mittee of a municipal council, or a com- 
mittee formed partly by members of a 
municipal council and partly from the 
association of independent elements. 
Therefore he held the Bill quite properly 
developed that main idea in a tentative 
and temporary form, that which was to 
be the characteristic of legislation next 
session He could quite understand 
hon. Members on his own side, and also 
on the opposite side, who had given long 
vears of their lives to the consideration 
of the question of education, naturally 
and in proportion to the length of time 
they had studied the question, having 


strong views regarding it, and wishing | 


to know whether in voting for the prin- 
ciple of the Bill before the Committee they 


reassure hon. Members, for he said most 
clearly and distinctly that the present 
Bill would not commit anyone, and he 
himself did not see that by voting for it 
anyone would be committed to a definite 
principle. Asa matter of fact, by voting 
for the Bill hon. Members would actually 
secure to themselves an advantage. 
What would happen ? A similar method 
or idea, not necessarily the same, would 
be embodied in the Bill of next year, 
when they would be able to judge 
whether the experiment contained in 
the present Bill would be a success or 
failure. One of twothings would happen. 
Either the measure now proposed by the 
Government would have succeeded or to 
some extent have failed. If it succeeded, 
the Government would be able to say, 
with undeniable force, ‘* We have tried 
our plan on a rough and ready scale ; it 
has succeeded ; let us make it permanent.” 
But assuming the present Bill did not 
succeed—although such things should 
be judged with tolerance, as they were 
oftentimes failures in the beginning, 
what an opportunity would be provided 
for the Opposition. They would have 
the result of the practical experiment 
of the Government—it would form a 
basis for their criticism, and they would 
be able to say, “* You have tried your 
plan; it has failed; sweep it away.” 
He did not see how any hon. Member in 
voting for the Bill would be committing 
himself to any definite principle. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Westbury Division asked why they had 
not had a frontal attack. It was not 
even a pitched battle. It was only 
a reconnoitring patrol sent up along the 
line to obtain information and cover 
the front of the advancing army. It 
was not for him to dictate the tactics of 
the Opposition, but he thought they 
were very unwise in unmasking their 
batteries, wasting their ammunition, 
and dissipating their energy on what was, 
after all, only a minor operation of war. 
It was very easy to understand honest 
doubt being entertained on that par- 
ticular question, but he did not think the 
Opposition were actuated with honest 
doubt. Their motive was more insidious. 
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It was dictated by a mischievousfand | 
factious proposal to discredit the third | 
Education Bill of the Government. If | 
any such compromise as had been pro- 
posed were accepted by the Government, 
and endorsed by the Committee, it would 
be a very heavy blow to eduecation—and 
the very worst kind of blow, for, apart 
from quality, it would reduce the quantity 
of education throughout the country. 
He was credibly informed that the 
Education Department could never hope 
to deal in the same tolerant and sym- 
pathetic spirit with schools throughout 
the country as would the local autho- 
rities, who knew local needs and sym- 
pathised with them. That was the 
third Bill introduced on the subject, and 
though it might not be of very much | 
consequence to hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
it was of some consequence to hon. 
friends and himself to have it passed. 
It would, if defeated, deprive the country 
of the inestimable advantage of being 
able to look before it leaped, and, before 
embarking on serious permanent legis- 
lation, to have the result secured by | 
practical experiment before it. He 
rejoiced that the Government had stood 
firm in the matter. Had they accepted 
a compromise, it would have caused 
discontent in the House and in the 
country. “He himself received yesterday 
a letter from the chairman of his associa- 
tion, which was as follows :— 

* Dear Sir,—Without going into the details 
of the Education Bill of the Government. I 
hope they will insist upon passing it It will 
indeed be a weak Government if it repeatedly 
permits its measures to be broken, The Con- 
servative party ought not to be made ashamed 
of its leader.” 

That was his whole point. They were 
not ashamed of their leader, and were 
only too glad to support the position he , 
had taken up. Every concession which | 
the Government had made, whether on 
the subject of the coal tax or the conduct 
of public business, or with reference to 
education, had been received thanklessly 
and gracelessly by the Opposition, and 
made the basis of every kind of taunt 
conceived in ill-nature, and very often 
expressed in vulgarity. Since that was 
a financial measure to tide over a tem- 
porary difficulty, it should be adminis- 
tered by the authorities representing 
the ratepayers. 
a small one, it involved great issues quite 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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unconnected with education. It in- 
volved the credit of the present Govern- 
ment, and therefore the Government 


‘could not accept the compromise. He 


rejoiced that the Government had stood 
firm upon this point, and, so far as he 
and a great many of his hon. friends 
were concerned, he could say that as 
they had unfurled the flag and called 
upon their supporters to stand by them, 
they need have no fear as to the result 
of the division. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 5.) 
thought that the Committee was greatly 
indebted to the hon. Member for Oldham, 
whose candour had enabled them at last 
to discover some of the arguments with 


which the Government supported this 


Bill. Members opposite, when all their 
arguments had been demolished, would 
cheerfully walk into the lobby in support 
of the Government. The hon. Member's 
speech might be described as the mili- 
tary view of the situation. True there 
was nothing to be said for the Bill—— 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I 
never said so. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON: The hon. 
Member did not tell the Committee what 
was to be said for it. but he said that, 
inasmuch as it involved the credit of 
the Government, and this was the third 
educational experiment which they had 
made, they must stand to their guns, 
hold to their position, and, right cr 
wrong, there must be no surrender. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I 
never said “ right or wrong,” and the 
hon. and learned Member is, I am sure, 
too great a master of words to take 
refuge in misrepresenting what I said. 
The argument I used was that the 
Government were right, and therefore 
there should be no surrender. 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON said if the 
Government were right he failed to appre- 
ciate the force of the appeal made by the 
hon. Gentleman. The First Lord of the 
Treasury had said that the principle 
involved in the Bill was of immense 
value; the right hon. Member for Dartford 
that the principle was of no value; another 
hon. Member had said it was of little 
value because it was established already ; 
and the hon. Member for Oldham had 


Although the Bill was! said that the immense value of the 
| principle was that it was purely experi- 
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mental in its character, and that in the 
course of twelve months the Government 
would be able to determine whether or 
nor it should be permanently enshrined 
in the legislation of the country. His 
admirable command of military phrase- 
ology had enabled the hon. Member for 
Oldham to describe this measure in two 
words. He said it was a reconnoitring 
patrol. And while that military move- 
ment was going on in the various county 
councils of the country, some of them 
allowing continuation schools to go on, 
some stopping their continuance, some 
imposing onerous conditions, and some 
rendering slight assistance, the Govern- 
ment would be completing their informa- 
tion upon this subject, and next year they 
would have the immense advantage of 
this great military manceuvre. 

But when he came to look at the 
matter a little seriously he was at a loss to 
understand what plausible answer could 
be made to the suggestion of the right 
hon. Member for Dartford, which had 
been reiterated by other hon. Members. 
Everyargument the right hon. Gentleman 
suggested in answer to the right hon. 
Member for Dartford entirely failed. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said 
he was struggling not for the form of, 


{23 Juty 1901} 


but the principle involved in,the measure; , 


but the Amendment embodied that 
principle quite as effectively as the Bill. 
The Amendment of the hon. Member 
for Rossendale, which was the golden 
bridge by which they would reach common 
ground, constituted the authority to 
which the right hon. Gentleman said he 
was most anxious to entrust the educa- 
tion of the country. He appealed to the 
Vice-President and the hon. and learned 
Gentleman beside him to say whether 
there was any difference in the meaning 
of the words * may” and “shall” in 
that connection. If his views were right, 
and there was no difference, then there 
was no reason for any longer keeping 
up an idle controversy as to the exact 
form the Bill was to assume. The 
schools were in serious case, and in 
some of the larger county boroughs 
there was a serious danger attending 
the condition of the schools. The state- 
ment which he made upon previous 
occasions, that the school boards had 
come to the conclusion to continue no 
longer the responsibility of carrying on 
without Parliamentary assistance the 
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‘continuation schools which they had 


established, had been challenged by the 
Vice-President, who said his Department 
had no information with regard to the 
action of the school boards in relation 
to this matter. As the Bill was founded 
on the assumption that school boards 
were in cordial co-operation with the 
county councils for the carrying on of 
education, it was all important to examine 
the information at the service of the 
3oard of Education. He had in his hand 
the resolution which the Leeds School 
Board had passed, and the letter ad- 
dressed by them on the 1&th of June to 
the right hon. Gentleman's Department, 


enclosing a copy of the resolution. The 
hon. Member read the documents re- 


ferred to, and, continuing, said that they 
certainly ought to have been brought to 
the attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 
The Bill, innocent as it seemed, let loose 
all the elements of sectarian discord, and 
carried into great centres the very evil 
which an Education Bill ought to avoid. 
The precious principle which it) was 
endeavoured to introduce into this Bill 
would of itself raise great controversies, 
but, when coupled with a denominational 
struggle for supremacy, it would seem 
that the right hon. Gentlemon had 
surrounded the question with unneces- 
sary difficulties, which might have been 
disposed of if he had treated the matter 
in a business way. Nobody would be 
influenced by these proceedings when 
the Edueation Bill was introduced next 
year, and not a single hour would be 
saved in discussing that matter. He 
thought the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Rossendale was reasonable 
from all points of view, and for that 
reason he had taken part in the debate 
in the hope that, even at the last moment, 
the Government might be disposed to 
accept this suggestion. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said he felt 
he was in some difficulty with regard to 
the interpretation of the Bill. The hon. 
Member for Oldham said there was no 
principle to be found in the Bill, but the 
First Lord of the Treasury had _ stated 
that the reason he was unable to accept 
a compromise was because he wished to 
lay down a great principle for the 
guidance of public officials. This was 
a most extraordinary time to attempt to 
do any such thing, when they only had 
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three weeks to carry through the they take advantage of it? In Scotland 


business of the Government. Was that 
the time to affirm a great principle with 
regard to the future? The reason why 
there was such strong feeling upon 
this matter was that, first, hon. Members 
were told that the Bill was to be framed 
so that the local authority was to be made 


the authority for secondary education, | 


and not the school board ; and, second, 
that in order to get rid of the present 
chaotic condition of education in this 
country the same authority should 
control both elementary and secondary 
education. So that the 
were really going to affirm the further 
principle that the county councils were 
to be the governing authorities for 
elementary education. If that was really 
the true interpretation many would feel 
bound to oppose the Bill. He objected 
to the attacks which had been made 
upon the school boards of the country. 
He had heard a good deal from hon. 
Members opposite about education in 
Scotland, to which they ascribed the 
positions occupied by Scotsmen in all 


Government 


they had a school board in every parish, 
which governed not merely elementary 
but secondary education also. If the 
right hon. Gentleman wished to see a 
similar state of things in England let him 
follow the Scotch example; he believed 
that in that direction lay the true solution 
of the question. He was not at all an 
opponent of the principle which the 
Government had suggested. lf he 
thought the county council itself, and 
not a committee of it, were going to be 
in the future the authority in regard to 
both elementary and secondary education, 
he did not know that he should offer 
very much objection to it. But he did 
object to the suggestion that they were 
going to, as it were, pack a committee 
of the county council for this purpose, 
and he objected also to the time which 
the Government had chosen for assert- 
ing the root principle of their Bill. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 239 ; 
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Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.) said that he 
Amendment for a slight extension of 
the powers to be given under the Bill 
on the ground that the growth of higher 
grade schools and evening schools had 
been natural and almost automatic. 
It had not been artificially forced by the 
school boards, but had been developed in 
proportion to the wants and desires of 
the community. He contended that the 
growth and development of such instru- 
ments of education had been proved by 
experience to be desired by the people 
and to be essential to the education of 


the children ; that that growth should not | 


be artificially arrested within the narrow 
limits of the Bill; and that existing 
classes and schools should not only be 
allowed to continue, but that the local 
authorities should be enabled to empower 
school boards to create and 
classes of the kind contemplated by the 
Bill. Everyone who had followed the 
question knew that the growth of higher 
grade and evening schools in London 
wis of the most marked character. 
Daring the last two years the increase 
in the number of evening schools was 
per cent., and in the number of pupils 
per cent. throughout the country. 
‘aking London alone, the increase in 
evening schools was 24 per cent., and 
the increase in the number of pupils 
was over 100 per cent. 
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Those figures | 
argument in | 


tude than that proposed in the Bill 
With regard to the higher grade 


schools, the inerease in the number 
of children per annum between 
300 and 400, which almost represented 
an additional school every year. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked on a 

point of order whether hon. Gentlemen 
were entitled to hear an hon. Member 
who was addressing the Chair. 
*THe CHAIRMAN: I think it would 
be very desirable that the hon. Member 
I fail at 
present to see what relation his speech 
bears to the Amendment. 


* Mr. CHANNING said that with all due 
respect to the Chairman's opinion, it was 
probably owing to his not being able 
to make himself heard that his argu- 
ment did not make itself plain to the 


was 


Chair. His argument was that the 
growth of higher grade and evening 
schools was natural and continuous, 
and a growth which every rational 


educationist ought to take into, account 
in making provision even for the coming 
The result of passing the 
Bill without his Amendment would be 
that that growth would be arrested. 
As it was, the natural expansion of these 
schools had been enornsusly restricted 
in London by the administration of 
the Minute of April, 1900. He might 
mention also the case of Burnley, 
from which there was an appeal to 
allow the higher elementary school 


year alone. 





140. 


to 
by t 
told 
eral 
simi 
*T 
able 
taki 
tion 
not 
Bill, 
men 
cove 
wor 
ing 
whit 
been 
Ame 
that 
Men 
the 


*M 
ly si 
mak 
ence 
Boar 
trati 
to b 
tive 
the : 
stror 
The 
a ¢e 
that 
that 
pool, 
alrea 
whic 
grou 
ment 
some 
ment 


An 
“Ty 


to ins 
ing ot 
meet 
taken 
Chan 


Qu 
be tl 

SIR 
ment 
and 1 
very 
the h 
authe 


1404 


ner 
yneth 
ll, W. 
Mid) 
ersi’d 


—Mr. 
1 Mr. 


Bill’ 
rade 
nber 
veen 
nted 


ma 
men 
nber 


ould 
n ber 
il at 
eech 


due 
was 
able 
rgu- 
the 
the 
ning 
ous, 
onal 
unt 
ling 
the 
1 be 
ted. 
hese 
sted 
of 
ight 
ley, 
to 
hool 





Education 


to be recognised. That was refused 
by the Department, and the parents were 
told that the children might go to the 
grammar schools. There were many 
similar cases throughout the country. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: As far as I am 
able to gather the hon. Member is now 
taking exception to the past administra- 
tion of the Board of Education. I do 
not see how that can be in order on this 
Bill, or how it is covered by the Amend- 
ment. The only difference I can dis- 
cover between the Amendment and the 
wording of the Bill is that while the word- 
ing of the Bill describes the period during 
which particular schools or classes have 
been illegally conducted as one year, the 
Amendment of the hon. Member extends 
that period further back. The hon. 
Member must confine himself strictly to 
the words of his Amendment. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he was extreme- 
ly sorry that he had not succeeded in 
making his argument clear. His refer- 
ence to the past administration of the 
Board of Education was by way of illus- 
tration to show that great arrears had 
to be made up, as well as the prospec- 
tive demands for similar provision by 
the school boards, and this made a still 
stronger argument for this Amendment. 
The whole of his case was that there was 
a continually increasing demand for 
that kind of educational facilities, and 
that the school boards of London, Liver- 
pool, Burnley, and other large towns had 
already taken steps to supply them, to 
which effect should be given. On those 
grounds he would move his Amend- 
ment, which he hoped would receive 
consideration from the Govern- 
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ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ board,’ 
to insert the words ‘is at the time of the pass- 
ing of this Act maintaining or has in order to 
meet the educational wants of the district 
taken steps to provide or extend or.’ ”—(J/r. 
Channing.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir J.GORST: The Bill of the Govern- 
ment is confined to existing schools, 
and the definition of existing schools is 
very wide and liberal. As I understand, 
the hon. Member desires to enable local 


authorities to empower school boards to | 
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maintain existing schools, and also 
some other schools which may in some 
way or other come into existence after 
the passing of the Act. That is an exten- 
sion of the Act which the Government 
cannot accept. The local secondary 
school authorities which it is hoped the 
Bill of next year will create are the proper 
bodies to manage any new schools, and 
in that I agree with the Report of the 
Secondary Education Commission. The 
only ground on which a provision of 
this kind could be inserted is that of 


urgent and pressing necessity, I can 
assure the Committee that no such 
urgent necessity will arise. We have 


the technical instruction committees, 
which can establish technical schools, 
and which, for the most part, have not 
at all exhausted their powers. Only ina 
few places have they spent all of their 
funds. In places where there are no 
schools the local authorities have power 
to spend technical instruction money, 
and now that they will be released from 
the competition of the school boards it 
is very probable that the effect of this 
Bill will be to stimulate the local authori- 
ties to establish new schools. Besides 
that, the school boards have got very 
large powers of extension as far as day 
schools are concerned under the higher 
elementary Minute of last session which 
is now embodied in the Code. I can 
assure hon. Members that as far as day 
higher elementary schools are concerned 
there is no urgency at all. As regards 
evening schools, what is wanted is not 
extension but concentration. In the 
opinion of the inspectors of the Board of 
Edueation the schools will be very much 
improved if they are concentrated instead 
of being extended. There is abundant 
room in the schools for many times the 
number of students, and anyone who 
wishes to attend an evening school in any 
of the great towns will not be prevented 
by want of school accommodation. 
As regards the country districts, | think 
there will be a very large extension and 
increase in the number of evening schools 
during the present winter, in consequence 
of the Bill with which we are now dealing. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
he had listened with amazement to the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
that, as regarded evening schools, what 
was wanted was concentration and 
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not multiplication. If the Government 
thought it desirable that evening educa- 
tion should spread among the people 
the way to secure it was to employ even- 
ing schools near their doors. That was 
the only business way of extending 
education, and it was necessary for suc- 
cess that the nation should open as many 
educational emporiums as possible. He 
did not know whether he should be in 
order in discussing the question of the 
Evening School Minute. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN: I should think 
that is rather a subject by itself. Ido not 
quite follow how it would come in here. 


Mr. YOXALL said that under the 
Evening School Minute, evening schools 
might be provided by other authorities 
than the school board. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: But 
applies only to school boards. 

Mr. YOXALL said that at the present 
moment many school boards were con- 
sidering the desirability of opening new 
schools which the experience of last 
winter had convinced them ought to be 
established. The Amendment moved 
by his hon. friend would enable those 
schools to be opened provided that the 
consideration and the planning of them 
had taken place before the date of this 
Act. That was an argument for allowing 
an extension of this Act, and it would 
enwble school boards to start a few more 
schools. He hoped the Committee would 
accept this Amendment. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said the Amendment was one to which 
he attached great importance, and he 
thought that the substance, if not the 
actual wording of the Amendment, ought 
to have been accepted. ‘The Amendment 
was in no way antagonistic to the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, which had been settled 
by the House. It was all very well to 
say that there was room for more pupils 


this clause 


in the buildings where classes were 
held now. That was perfectly true, 


because the evening school pupils were 
drawn from a much more limited class 
than the day school. But what was the use 
of having empty buildings at one end of 
the town when the need for educational 
facilities existed at the other end? In 
Leeds they could draw a. straight 
line nine miles long, and what was the 
use of having a large school at one end 


Mr. Yozrall. 
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of that line when the pupils who wished 
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to attend lived at the other end. He did 
not see what objection the Government 
could have to this Amendment. <Ae- 
cording to what had already been stated 
the Education Department had _ no 
objection to doubling the number of 
pupiis in an evening school which had 
already been established, but they objected 
to the same number of pupils being 
accommodated in two schools one at 
each end of the town. In districts 
where only one school could be main- 
tained, and where that school had not 
yet been opened, why should the local 
authority be prevented during the coming 
winter from opening it? He was not 
asking that the school board should 
have a free hand, for this was all subject 
to the sanction of the county council. 
The danger was that if they did not get 
the pupils in the schools at a certain age, 
they lost them for all time. The Amend- 
ment brought forward was a reasonable 
proposal to give these young people an 
opportunity of getting this education 
during the forthcoming winter. Many 
hon. Members appeared to assume that 
the county councils had already had 
some experience in primary education, 
but they were altogether unacquainted 
with the work of the evening schools. 
The county councils had not the legal 
power to teach reading, writing, and 
arithmetic under the Technical Educa- 
tion Acts to young persons of any age in 
evening schools. If the Government 
could see their way to accept the substance 
of the Amendment it would remove 
very muchof the opposition which existed, 
whether well founded or ill founded. 
Many educational authorities had declared 
that this proposal would prevent the 
development of their work, and he asked 
the Government to free themselves from 
that attack by accepting this Amendment 
If the county council and the school 
board thought it was desirable that 
a new school should be opened, why 
should they not have power to do 
this. He did not know whether the 
Government desired to avoid a report 
stage upon this Bill, but if they did there 
were other means of introducing Amend- 
ments of this kind. Entirely apart from 
any partisan feeling and purely upon 
educational grounds he urged the Govern- 
ment to reconsider their decision upon 


‘this point. 
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Dr. 
N.) said the 
with a generous 


the Bill. All 


Education 


Amendment 
hand the scheme of 
work was sanctioned 
which was in existence up to July 
31 of this year. All he asked was 
that where it was desired to extend any 
necessary work during the coming year 
opportunity for extending it should be 
given. The Amendment was dictated 
by every consideration of educational 
expediency and wisdom, and he hoped 
the First Lord of the Treasury would 
agree to it. In reply to a question put 
by him the First Lord of the Treasury 
stated definitely that there would he 
no opportunity given of opening new 
Under the Higher Elementary 
Minute, a very small number of schools 
had beenestablished.and it stood to reason 
that there must be a large number of in- 
stances where they desired to extend their 


1 
schools. 


work. In reply to the hon. Member 
for West Nottingham the Vice-President 
of the Council said that, under the 
present law, the county councils could 


spend money upon teaching, reading 
writing, and arithmetic, but the right 
hon. Gentleman appeared to have over- 
looked the Minute of the Education 
Department issued on the &th of Decem- 
ber, 1893, which laid down a rule to the 
contrary. It 
night 
those subjects, 


was impossible for the 
schools to their money for 
although they could do so 
for technical instruction. It was futile 
for a Minister of the Crown to stand up 
in this IHTouse in the face of that Minute 
and say that they could get money for 
this purpose from the county councils. 
This Bill would sterilise all the work 
which was in being on the 31st of July 
in public elementary schools, Last year 
1X3 new night schools were open, and 
34,000 new pupils were enrolled. It 
was quite fair to assume that a similar 
number of new schools would be required 
next vear, and that a similar number of 
new pupils would have to be provided for. 
Last year in London they opened 27 
new schools and enrolled 27,000 new 
pupils. According to this Bill, they 
could not open a single new school or 
enroll a single new pupil. He had _re- 
ceived many communications from all 
parts of the country upon this subject. 
Thejelerk of the} Birmingham School 
Board had written a letter to him to 
the effect that the Birmingham School 
Board would be very glad if the necessary 
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authority was given to them to extend 
their evening school work. In Bir- 
mingham the school board had reeom- 
mended the discontinuance of two of 
these schools, and they wished to open 
two other schools in more suitable dis- 
tricts. This Bill did not provide for that 
emergency. 

Sir J. GORST : They can transfer one 
of the old schools to a new district. 

Dr. MACNAMARA said that that was 
an advance upon the Bill before the Com- 
mittee which would absolutely sterilise 
the work of the school board. In this 
ease they wanted to shut up two old 
schools in districts where they had not 
succeeded, and they wished to open new 
ones in growing parts of the city of Bir- 
to the state- 
the Treasury, 
Birmingham 
place ot old 

Manchester 


mingham, but, according 
ment of the First Lord ot 
they could not do that. 
desired to open new in 
The clerk of the 


schools. 


1 


School Board had written to him stating 
that there, with the rapidly increasing 


it was found necessary to open 
it schools to supply the needs of 
new and growing distriets. That board 
had had applications from several volun- 


suburbs, 


Sarl 
new mgi 
] 
i 


tarv managers to open night schools next 
winter in premises where there were no 
night last This Bill did 
not provide for that, and, so far as he 
could gather, hon. Members opposite did 
not desire that it should do so. He had 
hoped to make a speech in no party sense 
whatever. He thought provision should 
have been made that, with the sanction 
Education Department, where 
there was a real demand for the extension 


schools 


year. 


of the 


of the work in regard to the higher ele- 
mentary schools and the night schools, 
the work should not be shut down, and 
that there should have been permission 
to meet the reasonable demands of the 
locality by opening night schools beyond 
those which were in being during the 
past year. He did not know whether 
hon. Members realised the fact that 
every year at least 400,000 boys and girls 
left the elementary day schools. That 


|} meant that there were 2,500,000 young 


people in their teens. He dared say that 
many of them were under beneficent 
influences in polytechnics and other 
places, but it was clear that there must be 
a large extension of the night-school 
system to meet the requirements of that 
class. He was sorry that it was not 
possible to provide for this perfectly 


3F 
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natural extension which did not involve | to add an appeal to the First Lord of the 


overlapping, and he hoped that even! Treasury on this subject. 


now he might appeal to the First Lord 
of the Treasury to agree to some pro- 
vision whereby the school boards;would be 
able to open new schools during the com- 
ing year on receiving the sanction of the 
local authority for the purpose of so doing, 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Morley) said that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s interpretation of the position was 
this—the county council could give 
money out of the rates to the mainten- 
ance and extension of these schools if 
they were not public elementary schools 
carried on by the school board, but 
evening schools carried on by a diocesan 


association. 

Sir J. GORST that 
Member was mistaken. What 
was that in future none of these school 
could be elementary schools, because in 
such schools it was only legal to have 
children and to teach elementary subjects. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that the 
distinction was rather one of definition. 
Elementary subjects did not 
secondary because they were taught 
persons fifteen. ‘These 
remained elementary although the chil- 
dren had grown to be adults in the 
estimation of the Department. Could 
a school board carry on an evening school 


the hon- 
he said 


said 


become 
to 


over subjects 


which was not a public elementary school, | 


and could it start a new one under this 
Bill ? 
Cockerton judgment and this Bill if a 
board could start a new school which was 
not a public elementary school, and 
therefore they could not have money 
from the county council for this purpose. 
If they had evening schools teaching 
elementary subjects, either to adults or 
to young children, and they did not eal] 
them public elementary but 


schools, 


ealled them by some other name, and if 


they were carried on by a diocesan 
association, they could come and claim 
the grants according to the right hon. 
Gentleman's interpretation of the cireu- 
lar which his hon. friend had just read 
out. Surely the work carried on by the 
school boards was so good that, at any 
rate, without any contravention of the 
splendid principle recognised by the Bill 
such schools as were in contemplation at 
the present time might be allowed to 
be established. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would venture 
Dr, Macnamara. 


He very much misunderst he | 2 : : 
‘ inderstood the the Vice-President said would be so easy 





He instanced 
the case of a borough which had recently 
extended its municipal area under a Bill 
passed by this House. In that area there 
were two particular places where evening 
schools were required, and in one cage 
there was an evening school which ought 
to be taken over by the town authority, 
On the other side of the town there was a 
district entirely without an evening 
school, and which was extremely anxious 
to have that accommodation provided, 
There they had a case which under this 
Bill was completely cut out. Why, in 
Heaven's name, should the Government 
insist on this cramping provision of the 
sill 2? Why could they not allow schools al- 
ready in contemplation, and inmany cases 
arranged for, and approved of by inspeec- 
tors, to go on during the next winter ? 
Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) said the question under considera- 
tion was even more complicated now 
than it was at the beginning of the 
evening. It to him that the 
Vice-President made it worse as he went 
along. There were plenty of Members 
opposite who had connection with the 
technical instruction committees, and 
he ventured to say that no one had 
acted on the principle laid down by the 
right hon. Gentleman that night. He 
was quite sure when they came to deal 
with the matter through the technical 
instruction committees that the way 


seemed 


would be found not only difficult, but 
absolutely illegal. If it was a good work 
which was being carried on in the evening 
schools, why should the Government 
arrest its natural development for even 
twelve months? Surely the right hon. 
Gentleman might trust the new autho- 
rity to provide what was necessary in 
the way of inereased accommodation and 
facilities for the work. The right hon. 
Gentleman said there was no urgent 
necessity for this extension, because the 
technical committees had not exhausted 
their powers. If they had not exhausted 
their powers, they had in most cases 
exhausted their funds. They could not, 
in his judgment, under the Technical 
Acts, as at present administered, provide 
for the elementary instruction which 
was carried on in the evening schools 
specially. The Amendment destroyed 
no principle which hon. Members oppo- 
site were contending for, and he hoped 
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the Government would meet them in 


this matter. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda 

Allen, Chas. P.(Gloue.,Stroud) | 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt Hon. Herb. Henry 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 

Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crombie, John William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Klibank, Master ot 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,SirlrancisH.(Maidsto’e 

Evans,SamuelT.(Glameorgan) 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 

french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

lynn, James Christopher 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’m’ts 

Grant, Corrie | 
| 
| 
| 





Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord | 
Baldwin, Alfred 
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Noes, 242. 
AYES. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, [:.) 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson EF. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swilt 
M‘Arthur, W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Mansfield, Horace Rendail 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, I. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti. Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Coil. J. P. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary. N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mare, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
NOES. 
Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Ralfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.W.W.B.( Hants.) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord HenryfC. 
Bignold, Arthur 


| Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
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| Question put. 
| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165 ; 
| (Division List No. 350.) 


Pearson,‘Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechape') 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott,Cha: lesPrestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, ¢ harles Edw. (Stafford 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Siipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Porfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 
Sutlivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan.©.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,I’. Freeman (Hastings) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,G’ wer 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,J ohn Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (Yorks., E. R.) 
Whitcley,George(Yorks.,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Hudderst’d) 
Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Mr. 
Channing and Mr. Ernest 
Ciray. 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer + 
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Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox.Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Aifred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rHaml’ts,S Geo. 
Dickson, Charles}scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jobn P. 
Dimsdale, Sir J osephCock field 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H/(City of Lond. | 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin Nairn 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE.W(BryS Edmnds) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James(Staffords , N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norw'ch) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE 


placed this Amendment on the Paper 
because it had been pointed out to him 
that there would be some difficulty in 


{COMMONS} 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.(ivent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, ¢ reorge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William | 
C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 





Lowther, ©. 
Lueas, Col. Frances (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reg. J.(Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M:Calmont, ColH.L.B. (Cambs | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. I. 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner. Rt-Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Milton, Viscount 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’ w | 
Morgan, Hin.Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morriss, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Kwing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 


5 vid he had 


regard to the 


unless the date 


Ist of August. 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major l’rederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, Jamesk'arq uharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S.Forde( BethnalG reen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Sack ville, Cr |. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.¢ ‘ol. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sirjs. (Marylebone, W. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, tion. W. F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxt'd U niv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wankiyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel UC. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.( Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


Lancs. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 

payments to the teachers 


was extended to the 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 


day of July, 
—(Mr. George 


and insert 
White). 


Question proposed, * That 


, line 6, to leave out 
‘first day of August 


{23 Juty 1901} 


(No. 2) Bill. 1418 


Amendment proposed— 


‘ thirty-first 


Qu stion propos d, 


th 


proposed to be left out stand part of the Sip J. ¢ 


Bill.” 


Sir J. GORST 
in order to widen the 


will undertake to inquire into the matter, 
and if it does not achieve this object ] 


will see that it is set right. 


Mr. GEORGE 


withdraw his 


Amendment, by leave, 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
\iitusen, Augustus Henry FE. 
Anson, Sir Win. Reynell 


oe John Stanhope 
\rnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Bon. John 


Bazot, Capt JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
saird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baltour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C.B.(Hernsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathu rst, Hn. Allen Bb. 
each, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
each, Rt. Hn. W. W.3B.(Hants 
“Sorte Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bienold, Arthur 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middls’x 
Speers! Albert 
hrodrie k, Rt. Hon. St 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson. Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lan-s.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cham serlain, Rt. Hud. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin — 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir- john harlesleady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. uneron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. (Down, North) 
Con treinEdvward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 






John 


This has been inserted 
limitation, but I 


WHITE said he 


Amendment. 


this 
out 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out ‘July,’ 


insert ‘ December.’ ”— 
the words ‘July stan 


Amendment 
altogether 
do not think there will be any difficulty 


and 


(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 
That the word 

part of the Bill.” 
rORS I cannot accept 


it might cut 


schools. | 


because 


a number of 


in the working of the schools, and I can 
assure the hon. Member that there will 
be no difficulty whatever in getting 


everything ready by the time provided. 


would 


Che Committee 


withdrawn Noes, 130. 
AYES. 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charle 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley- 


Dewar, TU T’rH milets,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir John Cockfield 
Doughty, George 

Douvlas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxtord, Sir Wi. ‘Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 








Fergusson, Rt HnsirJ.( Mane’. 
Fielden, Edw. Broeklehurs 
Finch, George H. 


Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick SW 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H(CityofLond. 
« odson, Sir Augustus I: redk. 
Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Fase ong ep (T’rH’ml’s) 
(core, - © R.C.Ormsby-(Sal’p 
Gorst, Hon. Sir John E. 
ron an, tient George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Haim) 
Green, Walford D( W ednesb’ry 
Greene,SirE W(Brys Edny nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(( 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Heath, Jas. (Stafferds. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope,J.k. (Sheftield, Brightsi'e 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. ‘Henry 


Finlay, 
Fisher, 


‘anibs. 








N.W.) 


Question put. 


Ayes, 213 ; 


divided — 


(Division List No. 351.) 


Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.( Kent, Faversham) 
Hudson, George bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Rich. Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, Wi liam (Belfast) 
Johustone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo, Th Denbigh) 
Ken yon- Slaney,Col, \W. (Salop) 
Keswick, W illiam 
KKXnowles, Lees 
Lawrence, Win. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
ne , Col. em Heneage 
Legh <* nnett Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N.S. 
Liewellyn, Evan Her ry 
Leng,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, ktHn Walter (Bristol. ) 
I John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
L vtieiton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 

D: Ww id (L iverpool) 


oF 
sONSadaic, 





Mi: iclve r. 
MArt hur, Charles (L iverpool 
M‘Calnont, Col. H.L.B.(Cam. 
Mik lop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maleolm, fan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey- Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh 
Mildmay,Franciy Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirF rederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Paey 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Kt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, Jehn 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, RolLert 

fandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
fenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Co]. Samuel Alexander 


Alnaham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Alnaham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charlesl?(Gloue. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, RtHonHerbert Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Reaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Brigz, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brvee, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, $ 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 

thanning, Francis Allston 
‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Joha A. (Inverne:s-sh. 
Doogan. P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastinys 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 

KF french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, =. 

Gladstone, Hon. — J 
Goddard, facie | Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 


~ 


Amendment proposed 


“In pave 1, line 7, after ‘ 


(Mr. Youall. ) 


maintained,’ insert 
‘according to the regulations of 
Education in force at the time the se ‘ool 
hoard began to provide the school or class. 


{COMMONS} 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col. E..J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, } 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks 
SmithyHon. W. FLD. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 
Sturt, Hon. Humopbry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnd.G.(Oxtd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
NOES. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse, C.E. H1. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Win. Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred “.. (Morley) 
Jones, William unarvonsh. ) 
Joyee, Michael 
Kearlev, Hudson FE. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley. Batty 
Lay Jand-B rratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 





Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott. Patriek 
Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, John 

Ne annetti, Sonapts 4 

Newne 28, Sir Ge sore 
Nolan,ColJohnP. Gi ilway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

() Brien, Kendal(‘Tipyr’y, Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Dowd, John 

(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

( Kelly, Jas. (loscommon,N.) 
(Malley. William 

O'Mara, James 


(Juestion proposed, ey 
be there inserted.” 
YOXALL said the object of the 


Amendment 


the Board ot Mr. 


(No. 2) Bill. 1420 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, AStanley( Yorks, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, aie we: 
Wym am, Rt. Hon. 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Edward 


reorge 


Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sic Weetiman I). 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redinood, John E.( Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, Jonn Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, S$. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick DB.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt.J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Ri HnC. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
, aylor, T heodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, PF. Freeman-( Hastings 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White. Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Norks— 


Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Yoxall. 


That those words 


he now moved was to 


secure that evening schools and classes 
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and higher grade schools might proceed 


upon the lines of the plan laid down with 
the consent of the Board of Kdueation 
when they were first instituted. He 
desired to prevent new disubilities being 
imposed by the administration ot the 
Board on the schools which the Bill 
relieved from the effects of the Cockerton 
judgment. 


Sr J. GORST: I do not think the 
words the hon. Member proposes would 
at all have the effect which he intends. 
We are at present engaged deseribing 
the schools to which the Act is to apply. 
If there is a school for which the school 
board began to provide, say, six years 
ago, and which was then in 
with the regulation of the Department 
and if the regulations have been altered 
since, it would be excluded altogether 
from the operation of the Bill. ‘The 
words of the hon. Member would really 
limit the number of schools. 

Mr. HERBERT <geeeag (Denbieh 
shire, W.) suggested that the worde ay 
force at the time as se dee board began 
to pre ovide the school o1 — should be 
left out of the Amendme 


accordance 


sin J. GORST: My objection to that 
form is that it is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. YOXALIL said his desire was that 
these schools should not be submitted to 
the condition laid down by the right 
hon. Gentleman in his. night school 
minute. 

Mr. ASQUITH said he might be con- 
tent with an from the right 
hon. Gentleman that the new evening 
schools Minute or any new regulations 
issued by the Science and Art Depart- 
ment would not be imposed on thes 
particular schools during the ne 
a 

ir J. GORST: The regulations and 
a minute must apply to all the schools 

Mr. ASQUITH said it would be open 
for the right hon. Gentleman by a stroke 
of the pen to say that the Scienee and 
Art Department 1 regulat tions withdrew 
the grants from the 
and in that way cies nugatory the 
purport and liseesiicen of the Bill. 

Sir J. GORST: I am afraid it i 
quite impossible to enter into any private 
arrangement by which the grants will 
be given perfectly fairly and honestly 


assurance 


? 
ee’ seid de 
Kt twelve 


school 5 In que st 101 et 
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according to the regulations. If they 
are not properly dealt with, any hon. 
Gentleman will have the power of arraign 
ing the action of the Department next 
session. Jf the sehool boards wish to 
have grants from the Board of Education 
they will have to conform to the regula- 
tions of the Board of Education as in the 

(juestion put, and negatived. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not quite 
underst tand the next Amendment on the 
Paper, — g¢ inthe name of the hon. 
e Morley Division. 


» ALFRED HUTTON said he under 
stood that the practice had been to dis- 
allow the expenditure of the loeal rate by 
the school board upon certain classes of 
higher grade 
nuation schools. The words used in 
this Bill were “‘ school fund.” That in- 
chided more than the local rate, for it 
co iprised every other 


\I . 
A whe rqtol 


Mr. 


schools arid evening con- 


source of supply 
which a school might receive. It in- 
endowments and the Govern- 
ment grants, the income from fees and 
local subscriptions. The Act of 1873 
distinctly laid down that any school 
board might accept any gilt or endow- 
ment, and use it for any educational pur- 


DOS ior ver. tle thought it was a 
little hard for the right hon. Gentleman 
to ¢ mene the Cockerton judgment in 


the way he had done. It was never 
intended that the provision in the Act 
of 1873 was to be annulled in this way. 
The right hon. Gentleman told them 
hat he had made inquiries from his 
egal advisers in order to get to know 
Low much it would be safe to allow the 
school boards to give. 

Sir J. GORST: 


oi the sort. 


IR. ALFRED HUTTON said he 
understood the right hon. Gentleman 
to state that he had consulted his legal 
advisers as to what it would be safe for 
them to give. 

Sir J. GORST: What I said was that 
the London Se hool Board had consulted 
their counsel, and he had advised them 
what it would be safe for them to do. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON asked if the 
advice giver 1 to the London School Board 
was going to be the basis of the proposal 


I never said anything 


\ 
iy 


| which th Government were going te 


carry inna 
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Sir J. GORST : The hon. Member is so| rates is not legally applicable to these 


fond of misrepresenting what | said. | 
never said that 
advisers upon the matter. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he would 
although the 
eman did introduce that 
thought 

t 


withdraw that 
right hon. Gen 
argument in 

the Vice-President of thu 


have consulted his own 


statement, 
i] 
it, 


t 
his speech. He 
Couneil mig 


1 
advisers instead 
of resting content with the 
London School Board upon tl 
The Government should try to make 
everything safe as far as possible. Th 


advice of the 


1e matter. 


right hon. Gentleman was using the 
words ‘school fund” in such a way 
that the school boards would be pre- 
vented from using ther Government 


ray 


grants, fees, and endowments in any wa 
they chose, and by doing this the Viece- 
President of the Council was going far 
beyond what were the intentions of the 
judges in the Cockerton Judgment, and 


in what had been understood to be the 
intention of this Bi L. ! did n think 
the Count mei ought to have the 
power to veto the ex] nditure of the 
money received from other sources than 
the loeal rate, and he red to move his 


amendment. 
Amendment proposed 





“In page 1, | r 1d 8, to jeave ou 
school fund,’ an‘ insert ‘1 rat i 
Alfred Tlutton. 

Question propos 1“ That the word: 
‘school fund’ stand part of the clau 

Sir J. GORST: This is a purely legal 


question, and [ am advised that the lan 


guage is properl used by the draftsman 
and adopted from the language in the 


statute, and also used by the 
the Cockerton judgment. The 
in the Bill are :— 

«Where a school board has maintained any 
school or class to the maintenance of which 
the school fund is not lawfully applicable.” 

Of course, if the fund was lawfully appli 
cable, it would not come under the Act 


Mr. ASQUITH : I cannot agree with 
the right hon. Gentleman. ‘The school 
fund wasa technical term, but the fund 
may be constituted from a number of 

from fees (now abolished), from 
Parliamentary grants, from the rates,and, 
in some eases, from endowments. The 
effect of the Cockerton Judgment is that 


sources 


I consulted my legal) ments. 





classes, but that does not include endow- 
It would be better for clearness 
to adopt the Amendment of my hon. 
friend, which will make it perfectly clear 
that what is meant is only that part of 
the school fund contributed by the local 
rates. 
* Mr. 


to do SO 


ERNEST GRAY was afraid that 
would injure 
conducted by small school boards. 
schools 


schools now 

where 
had 

s andon 
f.,] 


not infrequently evening 


: : 
heen earried on by contribution 


condition that no expense should fall on 
the rates. In future there would be two 
classes of evening schools under the con 
trol of the school boards—one, the elemen 


tary evening schools with the restrictions 
of Paragraph 21 of the and the 
! 


sige 
schools under dual control 


Minute 
ther. th , 


OU 
which had been hit by the Cockerton judg 
ment, and which would receive reliet 
by this Bill. Jf the words “‘ local rate 
were used instead of ** school fund ” som 
of these schools would be prevented by 
the Minute from giving instruction to 
children over fifteen, and the effeet woul 
be to restrict a number of schools which 
continued under the provisions 


Bill 
Mr. ASQUITH said the hon. 


luporting 


wuld be 


with resti 








he imposed by a te hereafter to 
me in foree. He w extending thi 
spe of the Bill. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY said that within 
the next few davs the Minute would be In 
operation, and then there could be hut 


two classes of schools carried on by the 
hool boards. If what he had said now 

strictly 

week. 


was not correct | it 
next 

siz J. GORST: to the 
Committee a few of the last words of the 
Master of the Rolls in the Cockerton 
judgment ? 

“] say it is not within the powers of a beard 
as a statutory corporation to provide science 
and art schools or classes of the kind referred 
to in this case, either in the day schools or in 
evening continuation schools, out of the School 
Board rate or school fund.” 

Mr. BOUSFIELD 
restricting Amendment, that was to say 
it narrowed the class of cases to which the 
remedy provided by the Bill might be 


correct 


1 ] 
May | read 


said this was a 


that part of the fund derived from the | applied. 
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*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) said that the Cockerton judg- 
ment in the Divisional Court was 
limited to the application of the local 
rate, but the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal extended to the application of the 
entirety of the school fund, and there- 
fore to limit the Bill to the local 
rate fund would be to limit the relief 
afforded by the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE thought that in one form 
or another they ought to provide that 
where continuation schools had been sup- 
ported otherwise than out of the rates 
they should not fall within the provisions 
of the Bill. If the money did not come 
out of the rate, but from an endowment, 
the school board ought not to be obliged 
as a matter of principle to go and ask 
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leave from the local authority to con- 
tinue the work. A school so supported 
would not come within the purview of 
the Bill at all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the Bill we 
have followed accurately the words of the 
Cockerton judgment, and in following 
those words we have surely taken the 
The Cockerton judgment 
has distinctly laid down that the school 
fund is applicable only to elementary 
education, and I think that it would be 
most dangerous to vary our Bill from the 
words of that judgment. 

|The Lorp AbvocaTE took the Chair 

at 1 a.m.] 

(Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 185 ; 
Noes, 112. (Division List No. 352. 


safest course. 





Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex.!’. 
Agg-CGardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-lorster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt UnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
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AYES, 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar,.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cock field 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden. Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George HI. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster, Philip S(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Hlging Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(‘l’r H’mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Corst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene,SirEW( B’ryS. Edm’ nds 
Greene. W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, Jolin 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Heath, James(Statfords.,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
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Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William ( Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C.(Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.(Cambs 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W. J. H./ Dumfriessh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Meon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
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O’Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel.Rt.Hn.Wm.Rbt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.[) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, GeorgeM. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Callinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-+ Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan. P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone. Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale 
Healy, Timothy Michael 


Motion made, and Question, * That 
the Chairman do report Progress : 


(Mr. A. 


ask leave to sit again” 
four)—put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again to-morrow. 


JURISDICTION 
BILL {Lords}. 


JUSTICES 


Order for Second 
discharged. 
Bill withdrawn 


feading read, and 


{COMMONS} 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Mdward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. ( Hertford, E.) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith. Hon. W. I. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxt'dUniy. 
Thorton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


NOES 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) 
Holland, Wm. Henry 
Jones, Wm.(Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llovd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dre Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M:Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 
Nann tti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. John P.(GalwayN. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien Kendal( Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton. James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


and 
J .Bal- 


discharged. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
BILL [Lords]. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel Wm. Ccorge 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und.Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilsun, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS EOR THE AyES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt.J ohn (Fortarsh. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
rhomas,!*. Freeman-( Hastings) 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Nortolk 
White, Luke ; York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Mr. Alfred Hutton and Mr. 
Corrie Grant. 


(No. 2) 


Bill withdrawn. 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 


(LONDON) 


Adjourned 
minutes after One of the clock. 


of the 22nd day of this instant July, Mr. 
SPEAKER adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


accordingly at ten 


-Isterisk (*) at the commencement «f a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 24th July, 1901. 


{24 JuLy 1901} 
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Business. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


(By OrpeEr.) 


Order for the Third Reading read. 


King’s Consent signified. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SHANNON WATER AND 
POWER BILL. 


(By Orper.) 


Motion made, and Question put, 


ELECTRIC 


| time.” 


Lords’ Amendments considered and | 
agreed to, and consequential Amend-| The House 


ments made to the Bill. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds | 
Bathurst,Hon.Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J (Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS. Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 





Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cullinan, J. 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sb. | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charle: | 
Duffy, William J. | 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, William | 
Gilhooly, James 
Grant, Corrie | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 


Horniman, Frederick John = 
{ 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joyce, Michael 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas v 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 


| O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


58. 


AYES, 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Hain, Edward 

Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edin burghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfrieszhire 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Betb ) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 





NOES 
Langley, Batty 


Lough, Thomas 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. | 


O’Dowd, John 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Rus:ell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 





“That the Bill be now read the third 


divided ; Ayes, 82; Noes, 


(Division List No. 353.) 


Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E. Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir James Haslett and Mr. 
William Johnston. 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John,G. 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Durham,!Mid) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Flynn and Mr: Boland. 


Bill read the third time, and passed without amendment. 
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BROADSTAIRS AND ST. PETER’S WATER 
AND IMPROVEMENT BILL [Lords]. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 
CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILL. 
STIRLING CORPORATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 


(UnpeR THE Private LecisLaTion Pro- 
CEDURE (ScoTLanp) Act, 1899.] 


Read the third time, and passed. 


CLYDEBANK BURGH TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 
[UnperR THE Private LecistatTion Pro- 
CEDURE (ScorLanp) Act, 1899.] 
Read the third time, and passed, 
without amendment. 





PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT (1896) ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Arbroath ; 
Kinross-shire ; East Kilbride; Mearns ; 
North Eastern Counties ; Mid Annan- 
dale ; Kincardineshire ; Kippen ; 
Grougar ; Jedforest ; Dalrymple ; Forres ; 
Monkton ; Dumbartonshire; Arran ; 
Bute ; Breadalbane ; Avondale ; Lauder- 
dale; Berwickshire; and Central 
Banffshire ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
BILL. 


Petition from Dewsbury, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 


Petition from Worcester, against ; to 
lie upon the Tables 


{COMMONS} 


.| printed. 
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(No. 2) Bill. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Hindley ; 
| Accrington; Hampstead; Malvern 
| Link ; and Liss ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS). 
Return [presented 19th July] to be 
[No. 280.] 


AFRICA (No. 7, 1900). 
Copy presented, of Report by His 
| Majesty’s Special Commissioner on the 
Protectorate of Uganda, with Map [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOSS OF LIFE AT SEA. 


Return ordered, ** of the Loss of Life 
at Sea for the year 1900 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 339, of 
Session 1900).”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


Order [this day] for resuming Ad- 
journed Debate on Second Reading 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer ‘Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
moved after the word “ Class’ in line 8, 
to insert “or any higher elementary 
school or class according to the Higher 
Elementary School Minute, 1900.” 





He thought that these higher elementary 
schools were placed in jeopardy by the 
Bill. At any rate,some doubt was felt 
on the matter asa result of the Cockerton 
judgment. It was very important if 


these schools were to continue to exist 





that their position should be legalised. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ class,’ to 
insert the words ‘or any higher elementary 
school or class according to the Higher Elemen- 
tary School Minute, 1900.’ ”—(Mr. Yozxall.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
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|If there was any such alarm as_ he 
}said there was, application could be 
made to the local authorities, and it 
‘would be found that these schools were 
| sanctioned under the Bill as it stood. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 





4 inserted.”’ 
iaaccaiaailas \shire, Rugby) said that if the Govern- 
Tae VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE Ment were not going to argue Amend- 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. | ments proposed from that side of the 
Gorst, Cambridge University) said he House, it would be more convenient if 
could assure the hon. Member that his | the right hon. Gentleman were to say so, 
Amendment was unnecessary. There | and that no Amendments whatever 
was no doubt that the higher elemen-| Would be accepted. The Opposition 
tary schools were public elementary | Would then know where they were. 
schools under the Act, and that the He really suggested that the Amend- 
school fund might be properly applied | ™ent was necessary to bring the higher 
to the maintenance of such schools. \elementary schools within the scope of 
the Bill. From the position the right 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) | hon. Gentleman had taken up, there 
said he was sorry the right hon. the Vice- | Would necessarily be some doubt in the 
President did not accept the Amend- | minds of the school boards as to the 
ment. The higher elementary schools | ¢xact meaning of the Bill. If the school 
were not in the Bill, although he believed | boards went to the local authorities to 
the Bill permitted, or sanctioned, night | find whether the higher elementary 
‘schools came within the Act, the local 
|authorities would say that they could 
Sir J. GORST: Both day and night | not find them in the Act. Then the 
. school board would say that in the 
| debates in the House of Commons the 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that there | Vice-President of the Council said that 
was no specific mention in the Bill of | the higher elementary schools were 
the higher elementary schools, and the | within the Act, whereupon the legal 
Cockerton judgment laid it down that | adviser of the county council would 
these schools were not sanctioned except | Say that oe by the 
based on the Whitehall Code of 1898— Tight hon. Gentleman across the floor 
not the Code of 1900. He could assure | of the House of Commons had no legal 
the right hon. Gentleman that there was | force whatever, that it could not bind 


a great deal of anxiety about this matter, | the county council, and that if the 
and what they wanted to secure was | Government had wanted to make that 


the allaying of that anxiety, and the | assurance effective they would have put 
placing of the legitimacy of the higher |!¢ 1n the Bill. 

elementary schools beyond doubt or 
question. 


schools. 


schools. 


Question put. 


Sir J. GORST said the hon. Member 
did not seem to appreciate the matter. | Noes, 110. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93 ; 
(Division List No. 354.) 





AYES, 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Caldwell, James *j 
Asher, Alexander Cameron, Robert 
Barry, E. ‘Cork, S.) Causton, Richard Knight 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Channing, Francis Allston 
Boland, John Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Broadhurst, Henry Craig, Robert Hunter 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | Cullinan, J. 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Burt, Thomas Doogan, P. C. fal he 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Duffy, William J. . 


3H 2 


Duncan, J. (Hastings) 
Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
emg John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Langley, Battey 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, J rao 
Nolan, Col. J. P 


. (Galway, N.) | 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arroll, Sir William 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mance’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, “Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst,Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 





| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


{COMMONS} 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Dowd, John 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 





| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Soares, Ernest J. 


NOES. 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd | 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead | 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. | 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, CaptainHerbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W.(Salop. ) | 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,F rederick N.S. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, WJH.(Dumfriesshire | 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, William 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir R. Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Percy, Earl | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Spencer,RtHnC.R. (Northants 


| Strachey, Edward 


Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. Yoxall and Dr. 
Macnamara. 


Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John 8. 


Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. S. Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse- 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley Lord (Lancs.) 

| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot,Rt Hn J. G.‘(Oxf. Univ. 


| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt-Col A. C. L.(Taunton 
Wentworth, BruceC. Vernon- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. YOXALL moved to amend the 
clause by inserting before the word 
‘‘maintenance’’ in line 3 the words 
‘provision or.’ He said that ‘ main- 


tenance ’’ had a technical meaning, and | 


referred to the current. 


‘fund for the purpose of 


expenses of 
upkeep. If it had been illegal in the 
past, and was now, to use the school 
‘* maintaining ” 
the school, it was equally illegal to use 
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the school fund for “ providing” a 
school or class, for the purchase of the 
land, for the cost of the building and the 
furniture. 


*THe CHAIRMAWN said that if there 
was any real distinction between “ pro- 
vision” and “ maintenance,” then the 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment ought to 
be in the third line of the clause—after 
‘*‘maintained out of” to insert “or 
provided by.” 


Mr. YOXALL said he preferred his 
own form ot the Amendment. 


{24 JuLy 1901} 


“ In 


(Mr. Yorall.) 


Question 





Noes, 143. 


AYES. 

Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Helme, Norval Watson 
Asher, Alexander ' Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 

darry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Holland, William Henry 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Boland, John | Horniman, Frederick John 
Broadhurst, Henry | Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) | Joyce, Michael 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Burt, Thomas | Kennedy, Patrick James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Caine, William Sproston Langley, Batty 
Caldwell, James Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, ‘Thomas Joseph 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 


Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 





NOES. 


Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Campbell, RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Wm. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(W’re’r. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Acland-Hoed,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
SBathurst, Hon. Allen B. 





MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
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Sir J. GORST said that the Amend- 


ment was quite unnecessary. 


Amendment proposed— 


page 1, line 8, after the first word 


299 


‘the’ to insert the words ‘provision or.’ ”— 


put, ‘That those words 


be there inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 104 ; 


(Division List No. 355.) 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 

Roberts, John H, (Denbighs.) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

Shaw, Thos. (Hawick B.) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R( Northants) 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 

| Thomas, David Alf.(Merthyr) 

| Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Kobert 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


| White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr 
Herbert Lewis. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

| Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster,|P. S. (Warwick,\S.W.) | 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG. (Mid’x | 
Hardy,Laurence( Kent, Ashf’d) | 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse,Henry(Somerset,E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
eohnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 


Education 


| Maconochie, A. W. 


| Perey, Earl 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


{COMMONS} 


Long, Rt. Hon. W.(Bristol, 8.) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclver,Sir L.(Edinburgh,W. 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, John T. 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 
| Webb, Colonel William Geo. : 
| ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 


Nicholson, William Graham 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Randles, John S. 


Keswick, William 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 


| Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


(No. 2) Bill. 1440 


Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford,East). 
Smith,JamesParker (lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklya, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Fredk. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney): 


Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. K.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 





Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire. W.) moved in line 9 to leave 
out “is” and insert “ has been declared 
by the Board of Education to be.” He 


could not help seeing that in many | 


localities the present state of things 


could not go on. He put it to the right | 
hon. Gentleman whether, by way of | 
reparation for the grave mistake which | 


the Education Department had made 
in allowing the present state of things 
to continue so long the Department, 


should not make it perfectly clear to the | 


school boards and the local authorities 
what was legal and what was not legal. 
He knew that the reply of the right hon. 
Gentleman would be that the Evening 
School Minute of 3rd July made it 
quite clear what the school board could 
do during the coming year. 
be so, but they had not yet had an 
opportunity of discussing that Minute, 
and they could not deal that day with 
.the matter on the assumption that 
that Minute would become the law of the 
land. But even if that were so, what 
about the higher grade schools? In 
the interests both of the Department 
and of the higher grade schools of the 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 


That might | 


Mr. Anstruther. 


country he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would accept his Amendment. 


| Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 9, to leave out the word ‘ is, 
and insert the words ‘ has been declared by the 
Board of Education to be. ”—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts.) 


| Question proposed, * That the word 
‘is’ stand part of the clause.” 


Sir J. GORST said he hoped the hon- 
Gentleman would not press his Amend- 
ment when he reflected what this Bill 


was. This was an emergency Bill, 
and intended as an emergency Bill, 


to enable certain schools to be carried 
on whose work would otherwise be upset. 
If this Amendment were carried the 
operation of the Bill would be seriously 
delayed, for no local authority could 
make an order with regard to the evening 
continuation and higher grade schools 
until the Board of Education had gone 
into the accounts of these schools and 
declared that some part of their expendi- 
ture was illegal. That would involve 
the examination of no fewer than 2,000 
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accounts, which would wreck the inten- 
tion of the Bill, and prevent the schools 
being carried on. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said that right hon. 
Gentlemen alleged that it was perfectly 
impossible for the Board of Education to 
carry on this new work; but, surely, 
with all the machinery at their command, 
and with all their experience and know- 
ledge, they might determine the question 
very quickly if they chose to do so. The 
right hon. Gentleman had told the Com- 
inittee that this was an emergency Bill. 
Well, that was his own view ; but they 
had also been told that by this Bill they 
were going to establish the principle of 
the new secondary education authority. 
They were, however, going to give con- 
siderable powers to the new authority in 
matters which were not secondary educa- 
tion, and they ought to have some indi- 
cation from the Department as to where 
the new authority was justified in inter- 
iering with schools which were not 
secondary. The Board of Education 
could very easily, with their knowledge 
and experience, make some declaration 
which would be for the guidance of the 
new authorities, and not permit them to 
wander at large and interfere with all 
the standards and grades which might be 
carried on. It was not fair or right that 
under this emergency Bill they should 
not only lay down the principle of estab- 
lishing the county councils as the new 
secondary education authority, but at 


the same time give them very considerable | 
powers in regard to elementary education | 


as well. Everybody knew that the 
Board of Education had evaded their 
responsibility and shirked their duty in 
regard to the higher grade evening con- 
tinuation schools in the past ; and the 
Board ought to indicate to the new 
authorities what their duty was. This 
Amendment was very important, and 
would let the Committee see whether the 
Department was going to shirk all 
responsibility. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
the Vice-President of the Council had 
placed a construction on the Amend- 
ment which his hon. friend did not 
intend. What his hon. friend desired 
was that some guidance should be given 
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to the school boards and local authorities 
as to the cases covered by the Cockerton 
judgment. His friend did not intend 
to suggest that the Board of Education 
should, as the Vice-President alleged, 
go through every case in which school 
boards had maintained higher grade or 
evening continuation schools, but that 
the Board should lay down general rules 
stating the effect of the Cockerton judg- 
ment, and what schools were covered by 
that judgment as elucidated by the com- 
petent legal authorities at the command 
| of the Board themselves. In fact, what 
|was wanted was that the Department 
should issue a circular to the local autho- 
rities and the school boards in order that 
these might have in their possession 
materials which they did not now possess, 
and had no means of acquiring, to guide 
their action and enable them to come to a 
decision. The airy way in which the 
Vice-President disposed of the Bill would 
lead the Committee to believe that there 
/was no difficulty arising out of the 
Cockerton judgment. That judgment 
had only settled two things—first of all, 
that the education of adults could not be 
paid for out of the rates ; and, secondly, 
that the payments should be given 
within the scope of the Whitehall Code. 
Now, how far did these two propositions 
carry the school boards in knowing 
whether or not they were to go cap in 
hand to the local authority and ask leave 
to carry on these schools? We were in a 
most difficult impasse, which was not to 
be got rid of in the airy way of the right 
hon. Gentleman. What was the alterna- 
tive? It was that every school board 
should take legal advice as to what 
classes and schools which they had been 
maintaining came within the Cockerton 
judgment. That would take some time, 
and probably the legal advice would not 
be the same in all cases, and a great deal 
of variation in the practice of the school 
boards in different districts would be the 
outcome. Then, the local authorities 
would also probably take legal advice in 
their turn as to whether the cases brought 
before them came within their jurisdic- 
tion or not. He did not see how all that 
could be done without loss of time 
and great benefit to the legal advisers. 
The Government were in the position 
that they ought to give some help to the 
local authorities and the school boards, 
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and if they did not like the particular 
form embodied in his hon. friend’s 
Amendment, let them suggest words of 
their own which would settle a real and 
substantial difficulty. The right hon. 
Gentleman had called this an emergency 
Bill. It was more than that. It was a 
confusion Bill, and he thought that the 
Government ought, even in the short 
time at their disposal, to lend their best 
help in order to extricate the school 
boards and local authorities from the 
greatest possible confusion. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said that, speaking on behalf of 
the county council of Devon, he would 
press the acceptance of this Amendment. 
They absolutely did not know what was 
legal and what was not legal. The 
Board of Education itself had evidently 
not known what was legal or illegal. 
The technical education 
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perfunctorily, and leave it absolutely in 
the way in which it was left by the Educa- 
tion Department. He thought the diffi- 
culties which the Department would 
encounter would be nothing like the 
difficulties the local authorities would 
have to encounter if they attempted to 
deal with the matter in an intelligent 
way. The Amendment was a reasonable 





committees | 


one, and unless the right hon. Gentleman 
was determined that no single letter in 
the Bill was to be altered, it should be 
accepted. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he desired to 
make a suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman. If he would not accept an 
Amendment, why should he not send 
/out a circular to the local authorities 
| stating what was legal and what was not 
legal? That would relieve the local 
authorities from many difficulties. He 


should not be compelled to go into these | objected strongly to the manner in which 
legal questions, which might put them the Vice-President of the Council brushed 
in conflict with a powerful school board. | aside all serious difficulties. In the 
Who was to settle the difficulty 2? Were | Night School Minute it was laid down 
they going to have more litigation? that evening schools might get grants, 
Were the Board of Education going to | but when the right hon. Gentleman was 
abrogate the whole of their functions | asked to state what subjects could be 
and put them on the county councils ?| legally given he declined. When he him- 
The Department ought to do its duty, | self asked the right hon. Gentleman how 
and bring out regulations showing what | were the school boards to know he re- 
schools had been continued legally or | plied, “‘ They had better ask the hon. 
illegally. He thought the right hon.| Member for North Camberwell.” He 
Gentleman was not treating the Com- | did not think that would help themmuch, 
mittee or the county councils fairly in | but it was not a serious way of treating 





attempting to put on to them this litiga-| a difficulty. Within the last few days 
the Cardiff Town Council spent several 
profitless hours in trying to decide what 
was a school fund, and if several hours 
were spent in attempting to define that, 
Heaven only knew what time would be 
required to decide what was legal and 
what was not legal. Where a school 
board and a municipal body were of the 
same political view, he had no doubt the 
council would give the school board carte 
blanche ; but where the school board 
was of one political view and the munici- 
pal council of another, he foresaw inter- 
minable wrangling. The First Lord of 
the Treasury stated that next session 
he intended to give an early and honeur- 
able place to an Education Bill, but the 
animosity which would arise as a result 
of the Bill before the Committee would 
prejudice that, not perhaps in the House, 


tion business. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) said that cither the work put upon 
the county councils would be merely 
formal, or it would create a good deal of 
friction. The Vice-President said that 
it was impossible for the Department 
to accept the Amendment, because they 
would have to go through 2,000 school 
accounts ; but had the right hon. Gentle- 


man quite taken into consideration the | 


difficulties the borough and county 
councils would be in in this matter? 
Probably many of the borough councils 
were sitting this week for the last time 
until the middle of September, and how 
they could deal with the question in an 
intelligent manner he was entirely at a 
loss to understand. They must treat it 


Mr. Bryce. 
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but certainly in the country. If the) 
right hon. Gentleman set a Progressive | 
majority on a school board and a} 
Moderate majority on a municipal council | 
by the ears, the result would be that the | 
Education Bill of next year would be 
prejudiced by the difficulties which would | 
arise. He understood there was to be no 
Amendment to the present Bill. He did | 
not complain, as the Government had a, 
majority ; but if the Government desired | 
the Bill to be worked in a harmonious | 
manner, he would suggest that the prac- 


tice of the Department in past years of | 


sending out explanatory circulars should 


be adopted. Unless that were done there | 


would be endless friction, and unless a. | ba ble possi bl 
conflict of opinion is to be dealt with if it 


| arises. 


circular were promised he should be 
compelled in the interests of peace and 
harmony to vote for the Amendment. 
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view and the local authority takes an 
other, how is the deadlock to be met in 
that case? That is the difficulty, and 
we have received no reply from the 
Government as to how it is to be met. 
Surely that is a fair question, which the 
Government ought to answer. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will really tell 
us how he thinks it can be met. If it 
cannot be met by the Amendment before 
the House, the right hon. Gentleman 
should suggest means to prevent, as a 


/consequence of this Bill, a conflict be- 


tween the two jurisdictions. Therefore, 
I appeal to the Leader of the House to 
dispose of this question by pointing out 
how that probable and certainly possible 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


| SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


*Mr. NORVAL W. HELME (Lanca- 


shire, Lancaster) said he should like to 


illustrate the point before the Committee. 
The Lancashire County Council Techni- 
cal Committee, finding a difficulty in 
understanding some of the arrangements 
for the management of evening continua- 
tion classes which they would have to 
conduct, communicated with the Board 
of Education, and received the following 
reply— 

‘* Adverting to your letter of the 11th inst. 
and your telegram received this morning, I 
am directed to state that the Board of Educa- 


tion cannot undertake to answer hypothetical 
questions turning upon points of law.” 


The local authorities throughout the 


country required guidance in the matter, 


being desirous to act not in any sense 
of hostility to the law they would have 
to administer, but to enable them to 


prevent their business being thrown into | 
| dealt with, should it arise, as in certain 


a state of illegality. The Government 
should either frame a schedule explaining 
the meaning of the Act, or the Depart- 
ment should send out a circular as had 
been suggested. 


mouthshire, W.): What I think the 
‘Committee is waiting for is that the! 
Government should tell us how we are. 
to meet what they cannot deny is a real | 
difficulty. It cannot be denied that 
cases may, and probably will, arise in | 
which there will be a conflict of opinion. | 
Supposing the school board takes wees 


E.): I could understand the position of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, though I could 
not agree with them, if they made a 
demand that in this Bill there should be 
a definition of what is and what is not 
elementary education. That I could 
perfectly understand, although I think 
it would be quite impossible to accede 
to it in a measure of this character. But 
that is not the request that is being made. 
The request is that where the school 
board and the county council are in 
difficulties in determining the law the 
Education Department should determine 
it. But the Education Department has 


no more right to determine the law than 


either of the other two bodies. The 
right hon. Gentleman put a specific ques- 
tion to me. He asked, Is it not the busi- 
ness of the Government to tell the Com- 
mittee how a conflict between a school 
board and a local authority should be 


cases it probably will arise? I appre- 
hend that one of two courses may be 
taken by the bodies themselves. I can 


/ understand the county authority saying, 
| ‘* We think that the continuation schools 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon-, 


and the higher grade schools should be 
continued for next year very much in 
the way they have been going on.” If 
that were done, evidently there would be 
no conflict. Or the school board might 
go to the local authority and say, “ Will 


| you sanction this school, and that school, 


and the other school, or this class, and 
that class?”’ and the local authority 
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might say either yes or no. If the latter 
course were adopted, and if the school 
board were in error in admitting some 
schools which ought to be excluded, 
there is no doubt that they could be sur- 
charged, but there could be no conflict 
between the authorities, and the danger 
of being surcharged would of course be 
avoided by any school board which fol- 
lowed, for example, the advice given to 
the London School Board by the legal 
luminaries consulted by that board. I 
understand that eminent lawyers were 
consulted by that body, and that they 
laid down, without saying what or what 
was not the law, that if the school board 
kept within certain limits they were 
quite safe. That is all they need know 
or care about. I can assure the right 
hon. Gentleman that, from the informa- 
tion we receive as to what is going on 
between the local authorities and the 
school boards in the country, there is no 
insoluble or difficult problem to be dealt 
with. The actual Amendment before 
the House would lead to the greatest 


inconvenience, and I do not believe any | 


evil exists which requires a remedy of 
that character. Certainly on its merits 
we could not ask the Committee to agree 
to the proposal of the hon. Gentleman, 
and [ hope they will not agree to it. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that the 
right hon. Gentleman had referred school 
boards in the country to the opinion 
given by Mr.*Asquith and Mr. Llewellyn 
Davies to the London School Board. But 
the right hon. Gentleman had evidently 
never read that opinion. It was an 
opinion as to the age of children who 
should be in the schools, and nothing 
else whatever. The right hon. Gentle- 
man expected country school boards to 
know what advice had been given to the 
London School Board by their legal 
advisers, and he assumed that the autho- 
rities had legal ability and knowledge 
which they did not possess. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Will the hon. 
Gentleman forgive me for a moment ? 
All I suggested was, which is surely a 
common-sense suggestion, that in cases 
of doubt the school board had better ask 
the opinion of the local authorities. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that evi- 
dently the right hon. Gentleman had 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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never served on a local authority. What 
commonly happened was that in such 
matters county councils and county 
boroughs were advised by solicitors or 
barristers. Nearly all the clerks of the 
peace in the counties were barristers, 
and all the town clerks were solicitors or 
barristers. Many of the school boards 
had clerks who were not lawyers, but were 
trained educationists, who knew the 
Education Acts only. Therefore, in the 
consideration of that question, they would 
have a man with trained legal knowledge 
on the one hand, and a man of trained 
educational knowledge on the other. He 
would ask any lawyer, was there any 
more difficult client to advise than the 
client who had worked up the law with 
reference to his own particular case, and 
who could not be brought to grasp broad 
legal principles at all? That was the 
position the right hon. Gentleman asked 
them to accept. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
the position. I do not ask these 
gentlemen to go into elaborate considera- 
tions of judgments or of statutes ; all I 
ask is that one body when in doubt 
should consult the other, not on ques- 
tions of law, but as to whether they 
would permit such and such a school, 
about which there was a doubt, to go on. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that if the 
right hon. Gentleman had ever dis- 
cussed one of those questions on a com- 
mittee of a local authority he would 
know that he could not get men with 
strong opinions to give way in that 
manner. The school boards, first of all, 
would ask themselves which of their 
schools and classes required authorisa- 
tion from the local authority. They 
| would then present the list to the local 
| authority, and what would happen in a 
| great many cases would be that the local 
| authority would say that for some of the 
schools and classes the school board did 
not require their authority at all, and'the 
school board would reply that if they 
did not get the authority they would be 








cussion as to the meaning of the Act 
and the judgment in the Cockerton 
case. The right hon. Gentleman never 
had to deal with the class of men fre- 
quently to be found on local authorities. 
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They were men who had given a great 
deal of their time to local work, and who 
over-estimated their own capacity in 
dealing with it. Their obstinacy in 
holding to the opinions they had 
formed was not to be conquered by 
knowledge or wisdom, but only by the 
gentle suavity of the man who had to 
deal with them. The Vice-President 
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in interpreting the law, and he was not 
quite so sanguine as the First Lord of the 
Treasury in hoping that they would 
immediately set to work and find out 
what was and what was not legal. He 
had sometimes heard the First Lord 
with admiration mingled with amuse- 
ment when he described what he was 
pleased to call the “legal mind.” But 
| it was not the legal mind which was the 





said that the Cockerton judgment would 
apply to 2,000 schools, but the right hon. | technical mind in such cases as the 
Gentleman’s inspectors could tell him | present. When legal questions came 
withintwenty-four hours,certainly within | to be dealt with among laymen it 
three days, every one of the schools to| would be found that the attitude ot 
which, in their opinion, the Cockerton| mind in which the average layman 
judgment applied. The county councils | approached legal questions was in the 
and the town councils were adjourning | assumption that laws were passed 
for the holidays, and for six or seven | not to facilitate action, but to create 
weeks there would be no authority to| every conceivable difficulty. There- 
which the school board could go, and} fore he recognised that the local 
when the local authorities met they | authorities would find themselves face 
would be absolutely ignorant of the|to face with the difficulties which had 
subject, and would have to be instructed} been mentioned, and which would 
by the school boards as to their position. ‘largely be of their own creation. The 
Where there was friendly feeling between | Committee had had what might be 
the two bodies there would be no diffi-| called an authoritative account of the 
culty. The local authority would say to | Cockerton judgment from the right hon. 
the school board ‘God bless you!” | Gentleman the Member for East Fife. 
But in a town where the rates were | The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
heavy and the ratepayers were com-/ Cockerton judgment decided two things, 
plaining of their burdens, as they almost | and two things only. One was that a 
always did, and where the local authority | school board might not give education to 
were anxious to cut down the rates, they | adults, and the other was that it might 
would certainly use the opportunity | not give education, as a school board, 
given them of criticising the demands of | outside the limits of the Whitehall 
the school board, and would cut down | Code. The first question—-what was 
the estimates submitted to them by the), ¢hild—had already been settled 
board. The Amendment raised a ques-| by the London School Board to 
tion which the Government would have) their own satisfaction after consulting 
to face in another form. That was, | eminent legal authorities ; but it might 
whether they were going to leave those | he that other local authorities might not 
two authorities to wrangle it out be-| accept what was regarded as satistactory 
tween themselves, or whether guidance | by the London Schoo! Board. After 
would be given to them. If no guidance | aj], no great harm would result if, 
were given to them there would be added | quring this year of emergency, different 
to the feeling already growing up in con-| |geal authorities decided this ques- 
nection with the Bill a feeling of personal | tion in different. ways. Then as 
antagonism between members of two/to giving education outside the limits 
local authorities, which would be very| of the Whitehall Code, was there any 
deplorable. great difficulty in ascertaining what was 
or what was not in the Whitehall Code ? 
*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni-| He would suggest to the Vice-President 
versity) said he could not help thinking | to lend a favourable ear to the suggestion 
that it would be very difficult, if not | of the hon. Member for North Camber- 
impossible, to work the Amendment as| well. lf there was any difficulty in 
it stood. He was quite prepared to| ascertaining what was in the Whitehall 
recognise the difficulty in which the | Code, why should not the Board of Educa- 
local authorities might find themselves | tion send out a circular giving the neces- 
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sary guidance, as was done constantly | 
by the Home Office to those who had 
to do withthe administration of the law | 
in counties and boroughs? If the Vice- 
President would regard that suggestion 
favourably, he could not but think that 
the only real difficulty would be met, 
and that hon. Members opposite and 


.the local authorities might set aside) 


some of their rather exaggerated fears. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said he desired 
to know what elementary education was. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had stated 
that that was a reasonable request, 
though he added that it might not 
possibly be granted on the present 
occasion. If a schedule were added 
to the Bill defining elementary education, 

-he was quite sure that his hon. friend 
would withdraw his Amendment. The 
Amendment, if accepted, would, however, 
get them out of the legal difficulty alto- 
gether, and neither the school board nor 
the local authority would have to con- 
sider what elementary education was, 
as the declaration of the Education 
Board that schools came under the 
operation of the Bill would be sufficient. 
That was a simple solution of the matter, 
and the Amendment was one which ought 
to be accepted. 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
said he was afraid the Vice-President 
had somewhat |misapprehended what 
was desired. He said that the Board 
of Education would have to go through 
2,000 accounts to see what kind of 
education had been given in each case. 
What was required was a schedule which 
the school boards could apply themselves. 
He thought it was too bad of the First 
Lord of the Treasury to complain that 
they had not asked for a very much 
larger Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am very 
unfortunate in my mode of expression. 
I never suggested that. What I said 
was that I could understand the attitude 
of hon. Members in asking for a defini- 
tion of elementary education, but I did 
not think it was appropriate to the Bill. 
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Mr. TAYLOR said that, at any rates 
the First Lord thought that it would 
be less objectionable if they asked for 
that, instead of moving the Amendment, 
and it was too bad that the right hon. 
Gentleman should complain. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


complain. 


Mr. TAYLOR said that his hon. 
friends were showing their confidence 
by asking the Education Board to define 
the rules. If the Cockerton judgment 
had been full," final and complete, there 
would have been a full statement of the 
case. But that decision, as he understood, 
was not a full and final deliverance, and 
he thought they were entitled to ask 
for guidance in the working of the Bill. 
The Amendment was not an obstructive 
Amendment. They did not approve of 
the Bill, but they desired that it should 
work as well as possible, and there was 
no reason why they should not endeavour 
to remove as many causes of friction as 
they could. They were the friends of 
education, and not its enemies. The 
Amendment had been discussed as if in 
all cases there would be friction between 
the local authorities and the school 
boards. But he submitted that the 
Bill would not be a workable measure, 
even in cases in which the two authori- 
ties were agreed. The Bill only enabled 
them to carry on a school if it were un- 
lawful. Supposing a school was attended 
by young people who were in that peculiar 
category of being neither children nor 
adults—persons, say, about sixteen or 
seventeen years of age—he could easily 
understand that both the board school 
and the local authority would desire to 
earry on such a school. Why should 
not the central authority save the local 
authorities the time and trouble and 
expense of ascertaining what was legal 
and what was not legal? He would 
support the Amendment. 


I did not 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 185 ; 
Noes, 138. (Division List No. 356.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. | Arkwright, John Stanhope. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Arnold-Forster, 
Aird, Sir John 
-Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Sir William Anson, 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Hugh O. 
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Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.GeraldW(Leeds | 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) | 
Beckett, Ernest William | 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Campbell,Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Cham berlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, HnJ.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hain, Edward 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’d) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augustus 


Education 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M.( Edinburgh) | 


| Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 


| Carew, James Laurence ~ 
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Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


| Johnston, William ( Belfast) 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) | 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar . 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Faren’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell,JW. J. H.(Dumtfriessh. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Mitchell, William 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J. | Walthm’w 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford | 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Herbert Roberts and Mr. 
Alfred Hutton. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset-| Board. He had a list of no less than 
shire, E.) said his object in moving his/ forty-one committees which had been 
Amendment was to secure that the local | constituted on the composite principle, 
authorities which dealt with the schools | and he found also that their members 


and classes under the Bill should be of a 
character. 
understood that the view of the Govern- | and very often school boards. 


distinctly educational 





He | of university 


in certain cases included representatives 


colleges, secondary schools, 
It seemed 


ment was that the work of supervision | to him that the arrangement contem- 
should be entrusted to an authority as| plated under the Bill could be far better 
nearly akin as possible to the new local | carried out by such a body than by a 
authority which it was proposed to set up body containing no other elements than 
for secondary education next year. He| members of county or borough councils. 
wished to remind the Committee that | He himself was chairman of a composite 
all the good work which had betn attri- | technical committee of a county council, 
buted to the feounty and borough| and he recognised to the full the great 
councils had been done almost entirely | value of its co-optative element. It was 
by the technical instruction committees. | all very well to decry experts, but experts 
In the second place, those technical] were men who represented either a special 
instruction committees were very often | body or who had a special knowledge of 
of a composite character. The London|a question, and in dealing with educa- 
Technical Instruction Committee had a | tional matters experts were of the highest 
majority of members of the county|value. The technical instruction com- 


council, but also representatives from | mittee of which he was chairman included 
all the great educational institutions in| the chief inspector and the district and 
the country, and included also a small} diocesan inspectors, who were in touch 
number of members of the London Schoo] | with all the elementary schools in the 
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ledge that did not fall to the lot of the 
local authorities. The committee also 


included members of non-county bo- 


roughs, and he found that that method 
of co-operation was most useful. The 
Government themselves had adopted 
the composite principle, as they had 
established in more than half the county 
and county borough council organisations 
for promoting secondary education. Those 
organisations were usually the technical 
instruction committees of the councils, 
and were generally of a composite 
character. Then the Secondary Educa- 
tion Commission recommended that a 
third of the members of each educational 
body should consist of members of the 
county council, a third of members of 
the school board, and that a third should 
be co-opted. He did not care what was 
the exact proportion, but his point was 
that a large element should consist of 
what were called experts, who had given 
special interest to educational matters. 
In the Government Education Bills 
it was always contemplated that the 
work should be done by bodies containing 
other members than members of the 
county and borough councils. That 
principle seemed to be recognised by 
the Government and also by the Royal 
Commission, and was therefore a principle 
which ought to be applied to the present 
Bill. He had no doubt that the Vice- 
President would say that the county and 
borough councils could and would dele- | 
gate their powers to the technical instruc- | 
tion committees, but there seemed to be | 
very considerable doubt whether, under | 
the Bill as it stood, the councils could | 
delegate their powers. At any rate, | 
there was very great doubt as to whether | 
they could make the technical instruction | 
committees executive. He would not | 
argue the point of law, but he would) 
ask his right hon. friend to consider | 
whether it would not be necessary, if the 
power of delegation was to exist, and if the 
technical instruction committees were | 
to be made executive, that some special | 
words ‘should be inserted. He con-| 
tended that the simplest way was to give 
powers to the technical instruction 
committees. Some of the county councils 
were in a very awkward position. His 
own county council were asked to con- 
sider the matter on the day that the 


{24 Juty 1901} 


county, and in that way had a know- | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1458 


Bill was introduced. How could they 
possibly take action then? It seemed 
to him somewhat unconstitutional jor 
the Board of Education to send round 
circulars to various bodies with reference 
to a Bill which had not even been intro- 
duced. No doubt they did it from the 
best motives, but it was impossible for 


_the county councils to delegate to the 


technical instruction committees their 
powers under a Bill which they had not 
seen. Were the eighty-eight members 
of his council to be brought together 
to delegate powers under the Bill, and to 
be called together again in September for 
the sole purpose of approving the recom- 
mendation of the technical instruction 
committee ? Then there were county 
councils which would not delegate their 
powers to technical instruction com- 
mittees, and who would decide the matter 
off-hand themselves. What would be 
the result? It would be, that where 
the majority desired to discriminate 
between schools that ought and ought 
not to be carried on, they would only be 
able to deal with them en masse. If the 
Government wished to advance the cause 
of education, if they wished really to stop 
schools which were useless and extrava- 
gant, and to continue only those which 
were in the best interests of the public, 
let them accept his Amendment. If 
they desired to exclude as far as possible 
mere party spirit, mere political con- 
siderations, from this matter, and to 
resolve the question in the true interests 
of education; if they desired to obtain 
the best practical results, and to make a 
further advance towards that ideal autho- 
rity they intended to set up in a future 
Bill, let them accept his Amendment, 
or some similar proposal. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word 
‘applicable,’ to insert the words ‘ the technical 
instruction committee of.”—(Mr. Henry 
Hobhouse.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir J. GORST said that, while he 
agreed with the hon. Member that 
technical instruction committees were 
bodies to which educational functions 
might most properly be delegated, he 


was compelled to point out that the 
i 
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Government had two objections to the | 
Amendment. First—and this objection | 
was, he believed, almost insuperable— | 
every local authority had not set up a! 
technical instruction committee. Con-) 
sequently, if the Amendment were 
accepted, the Government would have | 
to make provision in the Bill for cases | 
in which no technical instruction com- | 
mittee existed. At this time of the 
session the hon. Member would admit | 
that it was impossible to accept an Amend- | 
ment requiring so great an alteration | 
in the Bill. The second objection was | 
that the function which the local autho- 

rity had to exercise under the Bill was | 
to authorise the application of the rate- | 
payers’ money. The whole principle of | 
the Bill was to take an authority which 

generally represented the ratepayers, 

and to leave to that authority the power 
of saying whether the ratepayers’ money 

should be applied to these purposes. The. 
position, ina word, wasthis. The school | 

boards had schools to which they had_no 
power to apply the ratepayers’ money. 

The Bill provided that they should get 

the consent of those who represented the | 
ratepayers, and then they might apply | 
the rates to these schools. The technical 
instruction committees, however excel- 
lent they might be as educational bodies, 
had no authority over the rates. They 
could not spend a sixpence of the rate- 
payers’ money without going to the 
county or borough council, which had 
the authority to direct the expenditure 
of the rates. 
fore, had selected, to give this sanction, 
a body representing the ratepayers and 
having a general right to spend the rate- | 
payers’ money. Indeed, it would not be | 
consistent on their part to take that | 
power out of the hands of those who | 
directly represented the ratepayers and 
to give it toa committee which, however 
excellent. it might be for educational 
purposes, had no power whatever over 
therates. He wassorry that the Govern- 
ment were, for these reasons, unable to 
accept the Amendment. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
said it had been suggested that the | 
Government were —— to accept | 
any Amendment, order that they | 
might facilitate ony passage of the Bill | 
by avoiding the necessity for a Report | 


Sir J. Gurst. 
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| Government 


others by co-option permissive. 
late Bill that permissive character was 


The Government, there- | 
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stage. He was not inclined, however, 
to accept that view. Still, even if it 
were so, he was sure that there were 
many hon. Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House who would place 
education far above party feeling and 
would do their best to improve the Bill. 
| The sole question with them was whether 
Amendments put forward would really 
improve the Bill, and in the present 
instance he thought the answer was 
conclusive, for the proposal to substitute 
technical instruction committees as the 
local authority would be absolutely un- 
workable, inasmuch as those committees 
were the creation of the Technical In- 
struction Act, 1889, the provisions of 
which Act were permissive in their 
character. Although the power of 
appointing technical instruction com- 
mittees had been largely used with bene- 
| ficial effects, the practice had been by no 
means universal, and consequently in 
many cases additional machinery would 
have to be set up in the Bill to deal with 
the plages where these committees were 
non-existent. The Amendment could 
not therefore be assented to on prin- 
ciple, and he was disposed to hope on 
the whole that, in the future, the 
would adhere to the 
Technical Instruction Act of 1889, by 
keeping the addition of experts and 
In the 


changed into one of compulsion, con- 


‘trary to the Bill of last year, and 
he happened to know that that 
|provision was not generally accept- 


ably regarded by those who took an 


interest in these matters. They had 
had some experience of the presence of 
experts upon these technical instruction. 
committees, and, while not saying a word 
against their co-operation — for he 
believed they were much indebted to 
them for their aid—he would point out 
that the value of their work was largely 
attributable to the fact that their co- 
option was permissive, and he was 


‘afraid that to make their presence 


compulsory might be to add an element 
'of friction. There was, as he had 
admitted, a great deal to be said in favour 
of the principle of having educational 
experts ; but still he w ould like to point 
out that the self-called educational 


experts were chiefly responsible for 
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the present cendition of education, 
as they had by no means kept 


it up to date from a general or 
mercantile point of view. Again, 
he doubted whether they ought to 
extend the principle of co-option and 
indirect election ; and he held that the 
local authority which had the expense 
to bear should be the final authority. 
He also doubted whether the technical 
instruction committee should become, 
like a watch committee, a statutory 
committee not reporting, and _irre- 
sponsible to the council. The real value 
of experts was as advisers when their 
advice was sought, and why they should 
not go through the process of election 
like other public men, and so add to the 
power of the councils as a whole, he 
did not know. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is now going rather 
hevond the Amendment before the 
Committee. 


*Sirn ALBERT ROLLIT said he had 


only desired to point out the way in 


which the presence of educational experts | 


had been beneficial or otherwise, which 
was one end sought to be gained by 
the Amendment. The Amendment 
had been supported on the ground 
that it was in accord with the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission, 
although the hon. Member had made the 


admission that the distinction drawn | 


by the Commission between boroughs 
and counties was wrong in principle. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE was under- 
stood to say his argument had been that it 
was necessary to lay stress upon the 
Report of the Royal Commission. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he under- 
stood his hon. friend to say that the 
authority of the county council was one 
which might well have been maintained, 
although he would not contend that the 
distinction drawn in the Report between 
county and borough councils should be 
maintained. At any rate, it was useless 
to cite to the boroughs the decisions of 
the Royal Commission, for at the very 
outset they protested strongly against 
the composition of that Commission, on 
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they could scarcely be expected there- 
fore to accept views which were in 
favour of county councils and against 
borough councils. At any rate, he be- 
i lieved that the distinction drawn by 
| the Commission had to a large extent 
been falsified by experience. In the 
rural districts education was largely 
behindhand. Again, while many 
boroughs had already rated themselves 
for these purposes, he had yet to learn 
that a single county had taken the same 


| position, and rural education was 
|comparatively most backward. There- 
fore he repeated that the recom- 


mendation of a differential system as 
/against boroughs and in favour ot 
/counties was not likely to be accepted 
| by the municipalities. And in next 
year’s Bill he urged the Government 
'to give the most careful consideration 
to the case of the non-county boroughs, 
many of which had done the best 
educational work. Those which had 
| rated themselves had been assured by 
\the Vice-President that they should 
| have control of their schools as of right, 
and they would also claim, in the 
| interest of education in their localities, 
‘that any borough which could satisfy 
‘the Board of Education that it had 
|the means and the wish to conduct 
‘its own education, and that it 
| would be to the interest of education 
|in its locality, should also, with the 
sanction of the Board of Education, 
| be able to be treated a local authority. 
| Lastly, were the councils in future 
legislation to delegate their powers to 
ithe technical instruction committee, 
and were those committees to become 
statutory committees irresponsible to the 
council, both financially and otherwise ? 
He admitted that there might be con- 
siderable objection to that. But if the 
council could not delegate to the com- 
mittee the detailed examination of a 
question for report, objection might be 
taken to all the work which the councils 
/had to delegate. At present they did 
| practically refer most subjects to the 
| bodies likely to give experienced advice, 
| properly reserving for themselves the 
| final authority to decide whether they 
would act in one direction or another. 
He did not agree that the adoption of this 





| 
| 





a there was Be county council | policy would lead to friction. He be- 
ut no municipal representation, and | lieved that both the local authorities and 
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the technical instruction committees | technical instruction committee should 


would be prepared to deal with these 
questions in a broad spirit, and that 
the local authorities would place at the 


disposal of the educational body the | 


large municipal resources which they 
possessed, and that they would do their 
hest to save these schools, the value of 
which he was the first to acknowledge. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that the insuper- 
able objection in the view of the Vice- 
President to the Amendment was that 
many local authorities had no technical 
instruction committee. That, however, 
could easily be got over by the insertion 
of certain words entrusting the duty in 
such cases to the councils themselves. 
He cordially supported the Amendment. 
In his own county he had had some 
experience of the technical instruction 
committee, and they there had great 
difficulty in preventing the county 
council from using the whisky money 
for the relief of the rates instead of apply- 
ing it for the purposes of technical educa- 


tion. The chairman of that committee 
was a brother of the late Education 


Minister, Sir Arthur Acland, and it was 
only through the efforts of a very power- 
ful technical instruction committee they 
were able to get the money used for its 
proper purpose in the county of Devon- 
shire. That was a concrete case, showing 
that oftentimes the technical instruction 
committee was more educationally in- 
clined than the whole council. This 
would naturally be the case, because the 
councils in selecting their committee 
very properly would select for the tech- 
nical education committee the men most 
interested in education. It would, there- 
fore, be much better in this temporary 
Bill to place the control in the hands of 
this committee. Another point which 
the Vice-President had not appreciated 
was the summoning together of the 
county councils for the purpose of dele- 
gating the authority. In the case of the 
Devonshire County Council 103 voters 
would have to be summoned from all 
parts of the county, some of whom would 
have to start the night before the meet- 
ing to be present. Surely it was hardly 
worth while for the sake of a temporary 
measure to put the county council to so 
much inconvenience. Why should the 
right hon. Gentleman prefer that the 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


not settle the question, when they were 
the best educational authority? He 
would give a precedent. The Standing 
Joint Committee was a statutory com- 
mittee, and could settle matters without 
reference to the county council. It could 
even requisition money. All this tech- 
nical instruction committee would have 
to do was, not to requisition money, 
but merely to sanction expenditure 
incurred by another authority. He 
therefore strongly supported the Amend- 
ment, believing that it would add to the 
value of the Bill. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) under 
stood that, in the opinion of some Mem- 
bers, the fatal objection to the Amend- 
ment was that the technical education 
committees now in existence had no 
power to issue precepts direct for educa- 
tional purposes. But neither had any 
other committee of the county council, 
such, for instance, as the Foot and Mouth 
Committee or the Swine Fever Commit- 
tee. He was afraid that if this Amendment 
was not carried, in many cases before the 
county councils could get to work the 
year would be over, and in the meantime 
the people would be starved of their 
education. He quite agreed with the hon. 
Member for East Somerset in the com- 
plaint he made with regard to the circular 
issued to the county councils. Nobody 
knew of it, and therefore many interested 
in educational affairs had already lost 
three months in this way. Great injury 
would be done to the secondary education 
of this country unless some such provision 
as that now under discussion was agreed 
to by the Committee. He was not in 
favour of the education committees of 
county councils as they were now ar- 
ranged. He entirely disagreed with 
co-opted head masters of endowed gram- 
mar schools being members of the com- 
mittee: he thought it was a highly 
improper arrangement, and ought to be 
stopped. He did not think that the 
right hon. Gentleman had made any ease 
at all against the Amendment. He had 
only argued as to the form of it. If the 
Government did not intend to accept 
any Amendment at all, then he thought 
it would be convenient if the First Lord 
of the Treasury would inform the Com- 
mittee of that fact as soon as possible. 
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Mr. BRYCE said he regarded the Bill ; 
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thought the secondary 


purely as a temporary measure, intended | authority ought to have the power to 


to save the country from an immediate | 
and pressing difficulty in which they | 


had become involved in consequence 
of school boards having spent money 
in a way which the courts of law had 
declared o be illegal. Therefore any 
views he expressed as to the Amendment 
would not 


any principle for the future. He should 
deal with the Amendment simply from 
the point of view of desiring to adopt the 
most practical and convenient course— 
the course which would enable the ques- 
tion to be dealt with most quickly and 
by the bodies which would bring the best 
knowledge to bear upon it. ‘Two objec- 
tions had been taken by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. The first was that some 
authorities had no technical instruction 
committee. That was quite true, but 
their number was not large, and the 
matter could be remedied by the Amend- 
ment being amended by the insertion 


tie 
ot the words *‘ where such committees 
exist.”’ As he looked upon the matter as 


purely a question of convenience, he did 
not think the fact that one rule would 
apply to cases where there was a technical 
instruction committee and another where 
there was not, need be regarded as a fatal 
objection to the Amendment. The 
second objection was that the power 
of authorising the expenditure of the 
ratepayers’ money ought not to be given 
to any body but the local authority. 
That objection was not consistent with 
the position taken up by the Government 
in their previous Bill, because then the 
Government proposed to give a rating 
power to an authority which was not 
composed entirely of representatives of 
the ratepayers. Many Members, doubt- 
would have objections to such 
a power being given to any but an 
elected authority, but in any case that 
objection was not one to be raised by the 
Government after the line they had 
taken in their previous Bill. Moreover, 
on the technical instruction committee 
there was a majority of elected members, 
so that the voting of the ratepayers’ | 
money would be controlled by the rate- | 
payers’ representatives. That was the) 
view taken b~ himself and others on the | 
Secondary Education Commission. They | 


less, 


be influenced in the least | 
degree by the notion that it laid down | 


local | 


issue a precept to the local authority 
who imposed the rate, although there 
were to be on the secondary education 


‘authority persons not directly elected. 


Therefore he felt that the Vice-President 
had given no real ground for rejecting 
the Amendment. There was, however, 
a third point which might possibly be of 
some importance, and that was whether 
there was any precedent for an Act of 
Parliament giving a statutory power 
to a committee which was not a statutory 
committee. This was a committee 
chosen by the local authority them- 
selves, to enable them the better 
to discharge the duty which the 
legislature had thrown upon them, but 
so far as he knew that was not recognised 
by statute. That would be a grave 
objection if this Bill were not a tem- 
porary measure, but really he regarded 
the Bill as being so abnormal and excep- 
tional a case that it ought not to lay down 
any precedent for the future, and that 
any arrangement now made was an 
arrangement which could not properly 
be appealed to hereafter as being an in- 
stance of a decision of Parliament in 
regard to any particular policy. On the 
whole, as at present advised, he was in- 
clined to think that the balance of con- 
venience lay in accepting the Amend- 
ment, because it would put the power in 
the hands of an authority who had more 
knowledge of the matter in hand than 
the local authority itself could have, 
and also because it would enable the 
matter to be more promptly dealt with, 
instead of exposing it to the long delays 
which must ensue before it could be dealt 
with by the county council. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that 
the Committee will come to a decision 
shortly upon this Amendment. The 
fundamental reason why the Govern- 
ment do not feel themselves able to accept 
it is, that if it were accepted it would 
practically make a technical instruction 
committee, where it existed, an authority 
over the county council, from which it 
derived all its powers, in such an impor- 
tant matter as the expenditure of the 
rate. 

Dr. MACNAMARA said that he cor- 
dially endorsed everything the hon. Mem- 

312 
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ber for East Somerset had said about | sufficiently interested in education to 
the extraordinary educational value of | undertake this work if put on them by 
the work done by technical education | Parliament ; but the time between the 


committees. The Amendment 
the whole question of the form of muni- | 
cipal control of education. 
to have municipal control at all, it must 
be a genuine and not a spurious form of 
municipal control. The House had been 
invited to consider this control in the 


If they were | 


Bill of 1896, and the Vice-President said | 
then that the Committee would be like | 


a watch committee, largely 
of co-opted members, but such an 
arrangement as that was not proper 
municipal control. If they were to have 
municipal control let them vest the 
power in the county council, the parent 


council directly responsible to the rate- | 


payers. 
the Committee ought to take was that 
they could not allow any direct statutory 
powers to be handed over to any body 


He thought the line which | 


consisting | 


raised | date when this Bill would become law 


and that when the arrangements for the 
continuation schools must be completed 
was so short that he appealed to the 
First Lord of the Treasury to give a 
distinct assurance to the Committee and 
make it clear that nothing in the Bill 
would compel a school board of necessity 
to go to the county council first, but 
that the county council if it chose might 


take the initiative and pass a resolution 


not responsible to the ratepayers. London 


had had a very bitter experience of hand- 
ing over powers in that way in the case 
of the old Metropolitan Board of Works. 
Let the parent council have the powers 
vested in them; they were quite pre 
pared to delegate all the executive powers 
they held to any delegated body, but the 
right of the parent council to direct the 
manner in which this money will be 
spent must be preserved. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said he had been told that many county 
councils would hesitate to place these 
powers in the hands of their technical 
instruction committee. He would like 
to know whether these words intended 
to imply that this duty must be exercised 
by the county councils themselves, or 
whether a county council would have 
power to delegate it to its technical in- 
struction committee with power to act. 


*Mr. NORVAL W. 


empowering school boards to carry on 
their work for this year, and so save 
the amour propre of those now respon 
sible for it. 


THE SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) said 
that as he understood the Bill the county 
council must as a whole be responsible 
for the ultimate decision. They must 
be the body responsible for the striking 
of the rate, and for seeing that it was 
divided in the proper way. There was no 
doubt that the council could delegate 
to the technical instruction committee 
the operation of finding out to what ex- 
tent they ought to allow the same system 
of education to be carried on, though 
they must remain responsible to the 
ratepayers for seeing that the work was 
properly carried ont and the rate 
properly struck. It was clear, also, 
that the county council not only had 
the right but the duty of saying whether 
they would empower the school boards 
to carry on the work which they had been 
hitherto carrying on, subject to certain 
conditions ; but where a county council 
was satisfied that the work as carried on 
by the school board was properly carried 
on, and wished to see it continued, they 


‘might pass a resolution without any 
application from the school board and 


HELME said he} 


wished to make a suggestion to the’ 


Government. The words in the Bill seemed 
to suggest that the initiative should 
come from the school boards, and not 
from the county council. 
moment there was a large amount of 
work conducted by the school boards 
which if they declined to carry on would 


be thrown upon the county ‘council, or, 


At the present | 


without limiting conditions. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT pointed out 
that there was no duty cast upon the 
county council at all; it was the school 
board that had to raise the rate. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the 


school board raised no rates. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (who spoke 


it must stop. The county councils were | amid continued interruption and cries 


Dr. Macnamara. 








14 


of 

ha 
ha 
tu 
a) 
qu 
so 

wh 
ros 
cul 


pla 
Bill 
sur 
lish 
Pre 


Bill 
8 


mel 
eme 


M 
Bill 
aid 
wha 
do ] 


Abra 
Ashe 
Bay] 
Brig; 
Broa 
Brow 
Brun 
Bryce 
Burt. 
Buxt 
Cains 
Came 
Caus' 
Cawlh 
Cond 
Crom 
Davie 
Davie 
Dewa 
Doogs 
Dune: 
Farre 
Fenwi 
Flynn 
Foste 
Gilhoc 
Gladst 
Griffit 
Gurdo 
Harco 
Hardi 
Hayne 
Hayte 


Abrah: 
Acland 
Ageg-G 





68 


to 
by 
he 
w 
he 
ed 
he 


id 
ill 
ty 
ut 
ht 
on 
on 
ve 
n 


Sir 
uid 
ity 
ble 
ast 
ng 
yas 
no 
ate 
tee 
eX- 
el 
gh 
she 
yas 
ate 
so, 
vad 
1er 
rds 
en) 
ain 
icil 
on 
ied 
1ey 
ny 
ind 


put 
the 
ool 


the 


oke 


ries 


1469 Education 


of “ Divide ’’) was understood to say what 
happened was that the school board, 
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| ciple, then he was opposed to the Amend- 
| ment upon the ground which had been 


having ascertained what their expendi-| laid down by the First Lord of the Trea- 


ture was likely to be, asked by way of 
a precept the amount which they re- 
quired, and the overseers struck a rate ; 
so that it was not the county council 
which struck the rate at all. What he 
rose, however, to point out was the diffi- 
culty in which the critics of this Bill were 
placed by really not knowing what the 
Bill was. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury had stated that it was a Bill to estab- 
lish a broad principle, but the Vice-| 
President said it was a mere emergency | 


Bill. | 





Sir J. GORST : I did not say it was a_ 
mere emergency Bill; I said it was an | 
emergency Bill. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that the | 
Bill could only be described as a “‘ first | 
aid to the wounded ”’ Bill. Nobody knew | 
what it was to do except that it was to 


sury that, if they were to have direct 
control, it should be as direct as possible ; ’ 
but if it was only an emergency Bill he 
was not opposed to the Amendment, 
because, as a piece of mere machinery, 
it was justified and helpful. So that 
they came back to the position that some 
more information ought to be given with 
regard to the Bill. As he understood, 
this was a Bill—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is not entitled to discuss the character of 


the Bill. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE asked 
leave to withdraw the Amendment, but 
leave was refused. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94 ; 
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Mr. Anstruther. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs), who had on the Paper a 
series of Amendments to constitute as 
the authority in Wales ‘‘the county 
governing body appointed under the 
Intermediate Education (Wales) Act,’ 
said the Amendment he first proposed 
to move was preliminary to one 
which stood a little lower on the Paper. 
The right hon. Gentleman would prob- 
ably see his way to accept this Amend- 
ment, having regard to the fact 
that in Wales there was already such 
an educational board as the Govern- 
ment desired to establish by this Bill. 
In Wales the principle for which the 
right hon. Gentleman was contending 
had already been adopted and applied, 
and therefore he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept this Amend- 
ment. The one great difficulty with 
regard to the application of this Bill was 
that there was no local information in 
the county council; but in Wales the 
county governing body had been 
adopted ; they had their local bodies, and 
those local bodies would advise the local 
governing body as to what ought to be 
done by the local bodies representing 
both the board schools and voluntary 
schools. There was a perfect organisa- 
tion already in Wales, and it was there- 
fore unnecessary to set up a separate 
organisation. Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose to accept this Amendment ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. It is 
similar to the Amendment we have just 


disposed of. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE expressed his 


regret that the Amendment could not be 


accepted. He reminded the right hon. 
Gentleman that the very body he desired 
to establish in England already existed in 
Wales ; that the Education (No. 1) Bill, 
which had been withdrawn, and from 
which this Bill before the Committee was 
taken, was itself modelled upon the Inter- 
mediate Education Act for Wales, which 
had been carried through by a Unionist 
administration ; and that that scheme 
was working at the present moment 
without difficulty, and giving perfect 
satisfaction. He contended, under those 
circumstances, that it would be a cruel 
thing to dislocate the whole educational 
system in Wales by setting up a new 
authority. He therefore appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman not to place any 
difficulty in the way of Welsh education, 
and, when they had already a perfect 
system, set up a crude system of this kind. 
Nobody could doubt that one of the diffi- 
culties would be the lack of local know- 
ledge in regard to the conditions of each 
school. In a large county such as 
Glamorganshire, how could the county 
council possibly advise as to the conditions 
to be imposed on a continuation or a 
higher-grade school in a corner of the 
county ? The opinion of the local repre- 
sentative might, it was true, be taken, 
but that would practically be delegating 
to one individual work which had hitherto 
been carried on by a whole body elected 
by the ratepayers. If, however, the 
matter was referred to the county govern- 
ing body, that body could consult with its 
local governing body in the particular 
district—a body composed of men elected 
for their local knowledge, and than whom 
there could not be a better body for the 
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purpose. It could not be contended that | I would point out that that authority 
the county council could do the work as_ will beableto take the advice of the county 
well as the county governing body. Why | governing body, which I quite recognise 
then should not the Amendment be isa body whose advice would be valuable 
accepted, unless it was that every Amend-|in any case that might arise. Under 
ment, whether good or bad, was to be these circumstances, I hope the hon. 
refused ? He begged to move. Member will not think it necessary to 
| press his Amendment to a division. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘applicable,’ Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 
to insert the words ‘in England.’”—(Mr.| Boroughs) deeply regretted the refusal 
Lloyd -George.) of the right hon. Gentleman to accept the 

; ” Amendment. The effect of the Bill 

(Question proposed, * That those words | would now be practically to .set up two 
be there inserted. different secondary education autho- 

pecknnse , rities, a course which would not tend to 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the smoothness of working or to economy or 
hon. Gentleman somewhat mistook the) efficiency. The right hon. Gentleman 
purport of the interruption I made in the ' had done them the justice to say, as others 
course of his speech when I said that this | jn official positions had alveady said. 
Amendment was similar to the one we that these county governing bodies had 
have just disposed of. I did not at all been remarkably successful in the work 
mean to imply that the county governing they had undertaken. He himself had 
body in Wales occupied a position similar been chairman of one of these bodies for 
to that of a technical instruction com- ten years. and to those who generally 
mittee in England. 1 quite admit that eonsidered that Wales was a seething 
there are great differences, and I am pre- | hotbed of political, religious, and cs. 
pared most cordially to agree that the | tarian passion he might say that during 
educational work done by the county those ten years, although religious in- 
governing bodies is worthy of very high | struction according to the principles of the 
praise. But I would point out that there Christian faith was given in their schools, 
is one fundamental parity between this that body had not had one division on 
and the last Amendment, which goes to party or sectarian lines. On both the 
the very root of the mrs The chief | county governing body and the local 
reason why we thought it impossible to governing bodies the members had 
accept the last Amendment was that it | joined heart and soul in furthering the 
proposed to give the technical instruction work of secondary education, and there 
committees independent powers of rating could not have been more complete 
or of authorising the levying of a rate Concentration on that particular work 
over the head of the county council. It js nywhere. To him, who had been so 
appears to me that that would also be the gigsely ie ath the werk. wo 
case with the county governing body in only on the county governing body, but 
Wales, and I do not think such a proposal | 41.6 on the Central Board of Wales. it was 
could be assented - by the House. The a matter of the utmost pain that prac- 
hon. Member laid it down that the local tically another secondary authority was 
erveneoicl — consult the county being set up. The county councils, who 
6 © : were the rating authority, in this con- 

Me. LLOYD.GEORGE: What I said | B°@#0n bed trusted the county governing 
was that the county governing body had | Pe fe 
local governing bodies which might be Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That can still 
called into consultation, and which could go on. 
give advice in regard to local cireum- 
stances. That is the advantage of the Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that that 
system. was where the right hon. Gentleman 

was mistaken. The county councils had 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At all events,' no power to delegate this work to the 
if we retain the local authority, as I hope county governing bodies. The only ob- 
we shall, because it is the rating authority, jection raised by the right hon. Gentle- 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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man to the Amendment was on the 
question of rating, and, as far as that was 
concerned, the county councils had in- 
variably trusted the county governing 
bodies. The Government also had 
trusted them, because in the Bill of last 
year the authority for education then 
proposed was specifically stated in the 


Bill as the county governing body in| 


Wales. If the present Bill was intended 
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a secondary system throughout the 
country was to be established, there 
would be a similar provision, it would 
to a great extent relieve the minds of 
those in Wales who were deeply interested 
in the question, and who were most 
anxious that nothing should be done to 
interfere with the usefulness of the work 
| at present done by the county governing 
| bodies. 





to be a precedent for the future it would | 
be absurd indeed, under the circum-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In response 
stances, to create a new body to deal with | to the appeal of the hon. Member, I can 
secondary education in Wales. If, on | assure him that there is no ground what- 
the other hand, it was not to be a pre-| ever for thinking that the scheme to be 
cedent, but merely an arrangement for | introduced next year will differ in the 
one year, he appealed that the duty | respect to which he refers from : the 
should be placed for that year in the hands | previous proposal. I think the position 
of the county governing bodies, who were | there given to the county governing 
the most trusted educational authorities | bodies in Wales is probably the right one. 
oo | Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
| thought it very significant that although 
Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) | Wales had a few Conservative Members 
thought the hon. Member had really ‘the Welsh representatives were abso- 
given away the case for the Amendment. | lutely unanimous in this request. What 


He had not at all answered the point as to 
the county authority being the rating 


authority, but had said that the county | 


authority and the Government had had 


/real harm could the Amendment do ? 
‘If the Government were desirous of 
assisting education in Wales, why could 
‘they not meet the Welsh Members in 





the rates gene gh = oe this respect ? The right hon. Gentleman 
governing body, and that the county | had admitted that the principle for 
rg ge sn not pein saat teal which they were contending was the 
o the county governing body. WES, | vist onarivle. 
however, a question not of delegation,; ° I ; oon 
but of consultation, which was a very| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If this Amend- 
different matter. Just asin England the | ment brought the present Bill into the 
county council would consult the techni-| precise position of Bill No. 1 there would 
cal instruction committee, and, if it was| be a strong argument in its favour ; 
wise, take action in accordance with the | but under the present Bill it would make 
report of the committee, unless there was | the county governing bodies the rating 
good reason to the contrary, so in Wales authority. That was never contem- 
the county councils would consult the | plated in Bill No. 1, nor could we possibly 
local governing bodies and act upon their | contemplate it. 
< } 
advice, but they would remain the local | . ARTEEIT . 
authority responsible for the rating. | Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said they 
i . desired to avoid this duplication of 
; ers ; | authorities for the next twelve months, 
MR. HERBERT 7 ROBER TS desired | and perhaps after. In the small counties 
to associate himself with all that hadjj, Wales. in addition to the voluntarv 
been said in regard to the admirable | .. ag ard sc : ; 
<ah dink i a poesia ©! schools and the board schools, there 
coo ountry governing | would be the county governing bodies 
bodies in Wales and the complete confi- ‘under the Act of 1889, and the county 
dence the country reposed m them. | councils under the present Bill. Surely 
In the Education Bill recently withdrawn | it was not beyond the wit of man to do 
the ao * —— — = Wales now that which it was admitted would 
were specifically made the education | be possible in twelve months time. 
authority. If the right hon. Gentleman | r ; 
could give an assurance that in the Bill, Mr. BRYCE was not certain that 
to be introduced next year, under which | Scotch Members and others fully appre 
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Education 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Otley) said he desired to move an Amend- | 
ment under which the school board | 


would be allowed to carry on the work 
unless the local authority intervened. 
For a number of years he had been a 
member of the West Riding County 
Council and of its technical instruction 
committee. That county council had 
to deal with a very large number of 
authorities. In addition to the con- 
tinuation classes already sanctioned by 
the technical instruction committee, 
there would be many classes carried on 
by the school board which were not at 
present in conjunction with that com- 
mittee. Under the Bill as it stood, the 
whole of those authorities would have 
to come to the county council for per- 
mission to carry on the schools. The 


county council would just now be finish- : 


ing its year’s work, and adjourning for 
the holidays. The committee which 
would have this matter to consider 
already had a very large amount of 
work to do, but it was absolutely essential 
that this question if it was to be decided 
at all should be decided quickly. It 
was not possible for the West Riding 
County Council or its technical instruc- 
tion committee to discuss adequately 


with 100 authorities all the details of : 


this complicated subject in the short 
time within which it was imperative 


that a decision should be arrived at.. 


Under the Bill it appeared to him that a 
county council which was not in earnest 
over educational matters would be able 
to hang up the question almost indefi- 
nitely, and unless the classes were begun 
before Christmas they were of very little 
use at all. If a school board started a 


class without consulting the county 
council, and they could not legally 


carry it on, the decision as to whether 
or not the class could be carried on 
would be apparently left to neither the 
school board nor the county council, 
but to the Government auditor, and the 
whole question of the Cockerton judg- 
ment might be again raised in regard 
to a particular class. It was not desir- 
able to place between the school boards 
and the local authorities any cause of 
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Sir William Walrond and 
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friction. Whatever public feeling on 
behalf of education existed had been 
cultivated by the school boards, who 
had been wiser than the Legislature in 
preparing for what they felt to be an 
immediate need of the country. If the 
Amendment were accepted there would 
be no need for a county council to 
interfere ; the authority would be still 
retained ; but any cause of friction 
between the two authorities, which 
would be most disastrous to the proper 
educational progress of the country, 
would be removed. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out all the words 
after the word ‘applicable,’ to the end of the 
sub-clause, and insert the words, ‘ The school 
board may carry on for the period of one year 
from that day the work of such school or class, 
and may apply to the maintenance of such 
school or class such sum out of the school fund 
as may be necessary, unless objection to such 
expenditure be made within thirty days of the 
passing of this Act by the council of the county 
or county borough, or any other local authority 
under the Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 
and 1891, within whose area the school or class 
is held.’ ”°—(Mr Duncan.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘the council of the county or county 
borough ’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Sir J. GORST : Of course the Govern- 
ment cannot accept this Amendment, 
as it is entirely subversive of the scheme 
they are inviting the Committee to adopt. 
It appears to me that the Amendment, 
if adopted, would lead to inconvenience, 
and cause friction. The principle of the 
Bill is very simple. It is that the schools 
conducted by the school boards are to be 
carried on continuously under the autho- 
rity of the body which represents the 
ratepayers, and it is the duty of the 
representatives of the ratepayers, either 
on the application of the school board or 
on their own initiative, to determine 
which schools should be carried on. The 
Government feel confident that if the 
Bill is adopted in the form in which it is 
presented there will be no friction, and 
that the schools which it is desirable 
should be continued will be continued in 





14€5 


ever 
an a 
Mem 
first 

mon 
whe! 
does 

are | 
scho 
teacl 
whic 
mad 
of th 
have 
over 
kind 


M 
swol 
now 


SI 
wha 
imm 
and 
that 
tion 
nur 
alre 


484 


eS— 
and 


on 
een 


in 
an 
the 
ald 


ds 
he 
101 
ar 
38, 
oh 
1d 


1€ 


Ly 
9 





14&5 Education 


every part of England and Wales. As | 


{24 JuLy 1901} 


(No. 2) Bill. 1486 
Dr. MACNAMARA said the Vice- 


an alternative to that scheme the hon. | President had declared that this Amend- 
Member opposite proposes that, in the, ment was entirely subversive of the 
first place, there should be a delay of a scheme of the Bill, whereas, as a matter 


month, during which nobody will know | 
where he is. Suppose a local authority 
does not at once determine which schools 
are to be carried on. In that case the 
school board will not dare to engage 
teachers or to make the arrangements 
which are so urgently required to be 
made immediately for the coming session 
of the continuation schools. They would 
have this sword of Damocles hanging 
over them, which might destroy every 
kind of preparation they had made. 


Mr. DUNCAN: They have the same 
sword of Damocles hanging over them 
now. 


Sir J. GORST : Not at all. At present 
what they have to do is to come to terms 
immediately with the local authority, 
and then they can goon. In many cases 
that has already been done, in anticipa- 
tion of the Bill being passed. A large 
number of important school boards have 
already made their arrangements. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Where ? 


Sir J. GORST: I need not give the 
list, but the Committee may take it from 
me that arrangements have been made 
in many cases. Is the hon. Member 
giving the local authority a really reason- 
able power? The objection must be 
made within a month, but the hon. 
Member has told us that in many parts 
of the country the local authorities have 
already adjourned, or are about to do so. 
They, therefore, will have no chance otf 
exercising the power this Amendment 
proposes to give them; certainly they 
will not have a reasonable opportunity of 
determining whether certain schools 
should be continued or not. Lastly, , 


even supposing a local authority desires | 
to make an objection, the Amendment 
does not say how or to whom the objec- | 


tion is to be made, or by what procedure 
effect is to be given to it when made, or 
what is to happen afterwards. 
scheme which the hon. 
elaborated is an extremely inconvenient 
one, and the words by which he seeks 
to give effect to it are wholly inefficient 
and ineffective. 


The | 


Member has | 


| 





of fact, it did not touch the local autho- 
rities at all. Instead of the school board 
going to the local authority with full 
details as to every school or class, and 
haggling over which should be continued 
and which should not, the Amendment 
provided that the school board should go 
ahead subject to the ultimate challenge 
of the local authority. It simply broke 
the fall of the school board. The right 
hon. Gentleman claimed that the scheme 
of the Government presented no oppor- 
tunity for friction, but refused to give 
instances in which arrangements were 
being amicably made. He would give a 
case the other way. He had received a 
letter from the Leeds School Board, in 
which it was stated that— 

“A deputation of the school board have had 
a very painful interview with the Technical 
Instruction Committee of the City Council, 
which elearly foreshadows the strongest kind 
of friction between the school board and the 
City Council.” 
He hoped the Committee would agree to 
the Amendment. It was simply a pro- 
posal to let the school boards down gently 
instead of subjecting them to the indig- 
nity, after their thirty years experience, 
of going to an authority which had had 
only ten years experience in a small field 
of education, and submitting to that 
authority details which it was not com- 
petent to understand. The municipalisa- 
tion of education would be made ineal- 
culably more difficult by the refusal of 
the Government to accept any modifica- 
tion or compromise. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the 
objection of the Vice-President to the 
Amendment on the question of form could 
easily be met. If, instead of leaving out 
the words from “ applicable ”’ to the end 
of the paragraph, the hon. Member 
inserted the principle of his Amendment, 
and stated that objections to such ex- 
penditure should be made by the council 
to the Board of Education within thirty 
days, and then at the end of the Amend- 
ment added the word “ whereupon,’ 
that particular objection would be over- 
come. Where there was a will there was 
a way, and if the Committee were dis- 
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cussing the Bill in the ordinary mauner, 
with the prospect of a Report stage, all 
the right hon. Gentleman would have to 
do if he desired to accept the Amendment 


would be to promise to consider the | 


matter with a view to introducing an 
Amendment on the Report stage of the 
Bill. But it was perfectly well known 
there was to be no Report stage. Any 
Bill relating to education was to be treated 
as a sort of inspired Scripture ; not a 
letter, syllable, or word was to be altered. 
Another objection of the Vice-President 
was that under the Amendment these 
bodies would have a sword of Damocles 
hanging over them for a month. But 
what was the present position! There 
must, first of all, be a reference to the 
county council. 


Sir J. GORST: No. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: No applica- 


tion to the county council ? 


Sir J. GORST: I think the hon. 


Member could not have been in the | 


House when the Solicitor General said it 
was absolutely unnecessary. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said, surely 
there must be a sanction given to the con- 
tinuance of these schools or classes, and 
in order that that sanction may be given 
an application must be made and the 
county council must meet. There were 
counties in which the councils met only 
once in three months. It was true that 
resolutions might be passed at once, but 
the whole state of the case would not 
then be adequately considered. The 
matter would have to be considered by 
a committee ; that committee would have 
to communicate with the school boards ; 
and the county council would have to 
meet again, because, as the Solicitor 
General had pointed out, it could not. 
delegate the power of settling the matter 
to the committee. By the time all this 
had been done, where would be the one 
month of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had spoken with so much horror 
as the sword of Damocles? The real 
objection was that there was to be no 
Report stage. 

Mr. BOUSFIELD sympathised to a| 
certain extent with the object of the | 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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; Amendment, and thought that a clearer 
declaration on the part of the Govern- 
ment of their intention would remove 
the possibility of any practical difficulty. 
By many of the speeches, the object of the 
Bill and the duty the Government desired 
to lay upon the county councils had 
been rather obscured. The Bill did not 
tell county councils exactly what was 
expected of them. He believed the 


'Government simply intended that these 


schools should go on in all cases except 
where there was overlapping. If that 
were the policy of the Government, and 
if that policy were clearly enunciated, 
he believed that every practical difficulty 
and every cause of friction would dis- 
appear. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
Vice-President has made a statement 
at which we were all astonished, namely, 
that there is no occasion for the school 
boards to go to the local authorities. 


Str J. GORST: I did not rake it. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
very difficult to get a definite statement 
at all. We all understood the right 
hon. Gentleman to say that certain 
difficulties which had been suggested 
could not arise, becauseit had been stated 
by the Solicitor General that there was 
no occasion for the school boards to go 
to the local authority at all. Is that 
the fact ? 


Sir J. GORST: That is what the 
Solicitor General said. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, 
but is it what the Vice-President says ? 


Sir J. GORST assented. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 
rather important, because we have 
understood that the whole basis of this 
Bill is that the school boards, if they 
are to continue that education which 
they have been carrying on with so 
much advantage to the community, 
must go to the county councils under 
the words of this Bill. Are we now to 
understand that the Vice-President, on 
the authority of the Solicitor General; 


states that the school boards may do this 
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without going to the local authority at 


cases 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 


right hon. Gentleman cannot have been | 


in the House when the Solicitor General 
spoke, or he would have seen that there 
is really no confusion or contradiction 
in this matter at all. 
General said was that it was entirely in 
the power of a local authority to pass a 
resolution, quite apart from any appli- 
cation from the school board, authorising 
the school board to go on with the work 
they had been doing, or a certain portion 
of it. 
to be set in motion by the school board, 
but they may do this on their own 
initiative. That was the opinion of the 
Solicitor General, and | think it would 
probably be the opinion of most gentle- 
men who have read the Bill. There is 
really no obscurity or difficulty in the 
matter. I do not think, at any rate, 
that this branch of the discussion on the 
Amendment need continue. I would 
respectfully ask the Committee to help 
us to get on with the details of this single- 
clause Bill. We have discussed the 
principle of it on the Second Reading, 
we have discussed the great alternative 
suggestion on the first Amendment, 
and I think it will be for the general 
convenience that these relatively insig- 
nificant matters should be disposed of 
without any undue discussion. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not think that the right hon. Gentleman 
has removed the objection we take. The 
difficulties which have been raised are 
that, from other causes, it may be ex- 
tremely difficult for the school board to 
apply to the local authority, and there 
ought to be some alleviation of those 
difficulties provided for in the Bill. What 
the First Lord of the Treasury says has 
not touched that point at all. The 
argument of the Vice-President of the 
Council is that no such difficulties arise, 


because school boards need not go to the 


local authority at all. The question 
is whether it has done the thing that is 
wanted. The right hon. Gentleman 
appears to have thrown a responsibility 
upon the Solicitor General which it does 
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What the Solicitor | 


The local authority need not wait | 
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horit { not seem to me that the Solicitor General 
all? It would be a great relief if we | 
thoroughly understood that to be the | 


at all merits. 


| *Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
| dale) said a case had arisen which affected 
'the interests of education and which 
did not affect party discussion. Sup- 
posing a school board had hitherto carried 
on its schools and classes, and it did not 
| agree to apply for the continuance of its 
schools to the local authority, and the 
local authority was not sympathetic ? 
Town councils, were not all enlightened 
bodies of men, and they were not, as a 
rule, so ardent for the education of the 
country that they would rush out of 
their way to spend money. There were 
not many of this class he knew, but there 
were afew. Supposing in this particular 
case a school board not having applied 
for money, was, so to speak, held up by 
this Bill, and the county or town council 
of that school district being  in- 
different took no action at all, 
what would become of the thousand 
children in that district who hitherto 
enjoved the higher grade teaching ! 
What would become of those children 
during the coming winter? There was 
nothing in the Bill to enforce, either upon 
one authority or the other, the necessity 
that such education should be carried on. 
Under the Education Act, 1870, the 
Board of Education had laid upon it the 
distinct duty by Parliament that, in the 
ease of a defaulting school board not 
carrying out its functions, the Board 
of Education was bound to come in. 
Where there was an ignorant school 
board not doing its duty, and not main- 
taining its schools, it was the duty of 
the Board of Education to come down 
upon that district and see that the chil- 
dren were not neglected. In relation to 
this class of education which they were 
now considering, he understood the 
Government did not wish to destroy it. 
All the Ministers who had spoken had 
said that this education was to be con- 
tinued, and that they were in sympathy 
with it, provided some extraordinary 
extravagances were disallowed. The 
case he quoted was one where the 
Board of Education had no _ power 
to control the local authority under 
this Bill. They had no power to control 
a school board, and, between the 
two, what was going to become of the 
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thousand children who had hitherto 
enjoyed the benefits of this education ? 
The case he had put was not a hypo- 
thetical one, but it had actually happened. 
Fortunately he might be able to control 
this case in the right direction, but that 
did not affect the principle. If the 
Government would only give way on 
this point, the simplest method would be 
that the Board of Education should 
enjoy the same power in the coming 
year in controlling the higher grade 
education that it had hitherto enjoyed 
under the Act of 1870. He put it to 
the Committee that there would be 
a dilemma arising in more districts than 
one, and a great wrong would be done to 
education if something of the kind were 
not done. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman has stated that the Bill does 
not give power to the Education Depart- 
ment to compel an adequate supply of 
secondary education. That is perfectly 
true, but I wish to point out that the 
Department would have had no such 
power either under the Amendment of 
the hon. Gentleman or under the Amend- 
ment now before the Committee. I do 
not, however, think it is desirable to 
throw upon the Education Department 
the duty suggested. 


*Mr. MATHER said he had framed 
his Amendment with a view to placing 
this power in the hands of the Board 
of Education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the terms of this Amendment require 
the Board to insist on an adequate supply 
of secondary education. That, however, 


is not a matter relevant to the Amend- | 


ment before the House. I have greater 
confidence in the good sense of the local 
authorities than some hon. Members ap- 
pear to have. I do not believe that all 
these children will be left uneducated ow- 
ing to petty squabbles between the school 
board and the local authority. On the 
contrary, | think that the responsibility 
placed upon the local authority is so 
great that in its own interest, quite apart 
from its public duty, it will never think 
of taking a course in the matter which 
would give great offence to its con- 
stituents, Therefore, if the matter is 


Mr. Mather, 
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not relevant, the fears which have been 
expressed are entirely without foundation. 


Mr. BRYCE: [| admit that this is not 
quite relevant, but, as it is a subject 
which has been entered upon, perhaps | 
may be allowed to say that there is, at any 
rate, a probability that a certain number 
of children who have enjoyed this educa- 
tion will be deprived of the opportunity 
of enjoying it in the future. If it is true, 
as my hon. friend says, that there is a 
considerable number of children who will 
be deprived of this education owing to 
friction between these two authorities, 
there is surely a case for the intervention 
of the Board of Education. The right 
hon. Gentleman cannot wish that in any 
town even 1,000 or 2,000 children who 
have hitherto enjoyed this education 
should be deprived of it. I sympathise 
with the desire expressed by the right 
hon. Gentleman that we should get on 
with this Bill as fast as possible. 1 think 
that, up to the present, the whole of the 
discussion has been strictly relevant to 
the Bill, but I am sure that it would very 
much abridge our labours if the right hon 
Gentleman would take this opportunity 
of giving to us some indication of the 
Amendments which he is willing to 
accept. As instances I may mention 
| the Amendments of the hon. Member for 
Oldham and the hon. Member for East 
| Somerset. If the right hon. Gentleman 
| would indicate his willingness to accept 
|these or any other Amendments which 
‘would give the Board of Education a 
|locus standi, I think we should get 
through the Bill much faster. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
| E.) said he wished to bring before the 
| House the suggestion made by his hon. 
friend the Member for Rossendale. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had just 
stated that he did not expect the town 
councils would shut up the schools. 
What was going to be the result of this 
Bill? It was either going to allow the 
schools to go on or else it would limit 
them. In certain cases, where serious 
fault could be found with the administra- 
tion and the usefulness of these schools, 
this Amendment would create a locus 
standi, and an opportunity would be 
afforded to the local authority to inter- 
fere and say that that particular kind of 
school should not go on. In such a case 
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as that the suggestion made by, the hon. 


{24 JuLy 1901} 


(No. 2) Bill. 1494 


, work of the school or class to such extent and 


Member for Rossendale came in. This | Such terms as may be agreed on between 


was a very reasonable Amendment, and it 


| such council or local authority and the school 
| board, and to apply to the maintenance of the 


was one which would minimise cases of | school or class such sum out of the school fund 
friction such as had arisen at Leeds and | as the council or local authority may sanction.” 


other places, and which he feared would 
arise at a great many other places. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
thought the Committee were entitled to 


some indication of the opinion of the) 


right hon. Gentleman on this particular 
question. What was proposed would 
strengthen the Bill and would not in any 
way overthrow the principle which the 
right hon. Gentleman was laying down. 
There was one point which ought to be 


made clear on this Amendment, and_ 


that was with regard to the powers of 


county councils of their own initiative | 


to decide which schools should proceed. 
It was a very extraordinary doctrine to 
lay down that they could act on their 
own initiative. It was very important 
before deciding upon the Amendment to 
thoroughly understand this. It was all 
a question of time. His hon. friend 
who moved the Amendment wished, in 
order to save time, that it should be laid 
down that all schools which the county 
council did not interfere with in the 
course of thirty days should be able to 
carry on their work. The only answer 
which the Minister of Education made to 
that was that it would take less time to 
carry out d 
machinery provided in the Bill. The 


right hon. Gentleman said the county | 
council could act on their own initiative, | 
without waiting for an application from | 
If that was true, it | 


the school board. 
might be done in ten days, andit would 
save time. 


the arrangements by the| 


| How could a county council and a school 
| board come to an agreement without ever 
having met ? That was the only way in 
which the work could be done. Some 
hon. Members said it was to be done by 
the school board writing a letter, but the 
whole argument was that no application 
need be made at all. He would point 
out to the First Lord of the Treasury that 
the Bill said that the whole basis of action 
was an agreement between the school 
board andthe county council. Assuming 
that the school board sent a letter, the 
county council might not agree to what 
was proposed. The fact of the matter 
was that time would be required to come 
toanagreement. A very careful calcula- 
tion was required on the part of the school 
board to know the sum of money spent 
on continuation schools, and, if that 
was so, how could the county council act 
on their initiative? The First Lord 
arrived at the conclusion that Amend- 
ments must be rejected whether good or 
bad, and then he endeavoured to find 
arguments to support that course. The 
real reason for the attitude of the Govern- 
ment had been given by a member of a 
school board, who said this was the Bill 
which the Church party desired to pass, 
and who expressed the hope that the 
measure would curtail, truncate, and 
almost destroy the existing school boards, 
because he thought they were not only 
doomed, but rightly doomed, to ex- 
| tinction. 


He did not think the right | 


hon. Gentleman had read his own Bill, , 


or he would not have laid down that | 


doctrine. The Bill said that the council 
of the county or the county borough— 


“may empower the school board to carry on 
for the period of one year from that day the 


Question put. 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 261 : 


| Noes, 164. (Division List No. 359.) 


AYES, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Bailey, James 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


VOL. XCVII.  (FourrH Sertes.] 


| Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy Banbury, Frederick George 


Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(BristoF 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bond, Edward 


(Walworth) 


3K 





1495 Education 


Buscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 


{COMMONS} 


Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nd’rry | 
| Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 


Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middl’x) | Harris, Frederick Leverton 


Brassey, Albert 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 


| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay,Hon. Claude George 


Campbell, RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) | Heath,James(Staffords,N. W.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. ; Heaton, John Henniker 


Cautley, Henry Strother 


Helder, Augustus 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. 


| Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Higginbottom, S. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Hoare,EdwBrodie(Hampste’d 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) | Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. | 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 


Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r | | 
| Perey, Earl 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


| Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
| Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Horner, Frederick William 


| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
. A. E. | Hoult, Joseph 


Hozier, HonJamesHenryCecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) | Jebb, Sir RichardClaverhouse | 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


| 
| Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Kenyon, James (Lanes, Bury) | 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W(Salop) 


Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


Davenport, William Bromley- | Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. | 


Dewar,T.R.(T’r. H’mletsSGeo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Win. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man. ) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (CityofLon. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 


| 





Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph (Monmouth) | 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. | 
Lee,ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Leveson-Gower, Fred rickN.S. | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lowther,Rt.Hn. James(Kent) | 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinb’rghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
ny Tan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederick G. 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow | 





1196 


(No. 2) Bill. 
| Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd.) | Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 


| Mount, William Arthur 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 


Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Xentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
tutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Ed.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Capt. J. E. B. (I. of W. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfr’w 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L. 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 








1497 


Wills, 
Wilso: 
Wilso: 
Wodel 


Abrah 
Abrah 
Allen, ' 
Asher, 
Atherl] 
Barry, 
Bayley 
Beaum 
Bell, I 
Blake, 
solanc 
Bolton 
Brigg, 
sroadl 
Brown. 
Brunn 
Bryce, 
3urns, 
Burt, 7 
Buxtor 
Caldwe 
Camere 
Camph 
Carew, 
Causto 
Cawley 
Channi 
Condor 
Craig, 
Crombi 
Cullina 
Devies 
velany 
Dewar, 
Doogat 
Duffy, 
Dunn, | 
Eliban! 
Evans, 
Farqul 
Farrel] 
Fenwic 
Fergus 
Ffrencl 
Field, 
Flavin, 
Flynn, 
Foster, 
Fowler 
Gilhoo 
Gladst 
Grant, 
Grey, § 
Griffitl 
Gurdot 
Halda 


Mr. 
ment 
small 
were 
closely 
counc 
the ec 





96 





1497 Education 


Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Chas. P.(Gloue.,Stroud) | 
Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Bell, Richard 
B lake, Edward 
Soland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
grige, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
surns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J 
Devies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
velany, William 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Suet ick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W alent Dorey Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt, Hon. Sir Henry; | 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, 7" as 


MacDunaell, Dr. Mark A. 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| O’Brien »Kendal(Tipp’r’y y Mid) 


| O’Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
' O'Malley, William 


{24 Jury 1901} 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 


| Hayden, ‘John Patrick 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
| Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C.E. H. ( Bristol, E. )| 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J ohn D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarv mat 
Joyce, Michael 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennex y. Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, B: utty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


Lundon, V 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 

| Mather, William 

| Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 


Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 


Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan. Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
_ O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liver rpoo) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, 


O'Kelly, ve (Mayo, N.) 





(No. 2) Bill. 1498 


| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
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velyan. 





Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the Amend- ' 
ment he desired to move was a very 
small and very reasonable one. There 
were some school boards which were 
closely in touch with the urban district 
councils, and quite out of touch with | 
the county councils. As an illustration | 


he might instance the school board of 


' Chiswick, and that in the division of 
Acton, both of which were closely 
in touch with the urban district 
council, although, under the Bill, 
they would have to go to the 
county council of Middlesex. 


3K 2 


If they 
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had to deal with the urban dis-|I appeal to him to have an all-night 
trict council they would be dealing| sitting in order at any rate that some 
with a body which knew their needs, | business might be transacted ? 

and would be able to deal with them, 
and they would also be dealing with a} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
body close to their doors. If, on the | Member is perfectly well aware that these 
other hand, they had to go to the county | matters do not rest with me. If my 
council, they would have to come up to| view is taken, considering that this one- 
London, a distance of ten miles, and they | clause Bill has already been under dis- 
would have to find out what department | cussion three days, and as | think we 
to deal with, and a great deal of friction | have considered every phase, there ought 
would arise. He submitted, therefore,| to be no difficulty in hon. Gentlemen 
that this power ought to be given to the | keeping any dinner engagements. 


local authority on the spot. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the next 
Amendment proposed— Amendment but one raised a very im- 
“In page 1, line 10, after the word | portant question, as to what would 
‘borough,’ to insert the words ‘or urban dis- | happen if there was a deadlock between 
trict having a population at the Census of | the authorities which had not been 
1891 exceeding twenty thousand. —(Mr. | decided. 
Corrie Grant.) 





*THE CHAIRMAN: We had better 

dispose of the first Amendment first, 

| The hon. Member, | understand, does not 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said if he under- | press it. 

stood the hon. Member aright he pro- | 

posed by his Amendment to create) Mr. CORRIE GRANT: No, Sir. 

two authorities, without deciding upon | : 

which the authority rested. Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the Bill 
a aes ae eS) ts ALR MORLRY (reek. 


did that. | m : 
| nock), In moving an Amendment to pro- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the) vide that the county or borough council 
hon. Gentleman is under some misappre-| should act “through a committee 
hension—it does nothing of the kind. | composed in equal proportions of mem- 
That in itself is, I think, a conclusive bers of the council and members of the 
argument against this Amendment. 'school board or school beards within 
- une | the district,” said that the Committee 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT agreed that the 'would recognise that this Peter men 
criticism was a fair one, and that his! .arried out the spirit of the Educat; 
: i spirit of the Education 
Amendment should be moved a little pi] No. 1. which pr ided 
further in the Bill. yO _ Provided that the 
educational authority should not be 
CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said the county council or a committee of 
he was satisfied with the comparative | the county council, but the county 
value of the Bill, and had voted with the | Council acting through a committee 
Government in one division this after-| formed in this way. He confessed that 
noon. He moved to report progress,| the proposal contained in his Amend- 
in order that he might appeal to the| ment was not exactly on the lines laid 
First Lord of the Treasury to relieve down by the Report of the Secondary 
the considerable uncertainty in the| Education Commission, but it contained 
minds of hon. Members as to where| the same principle. It was true that both 
they should dine. If the First Lord the Government and the Commission 


of the Treasury cast a little light upon the | recommended the addition of certain 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | 
. ss | 
be there inserted. 


subject it would enable a great many | elected persons, but that was sometimes 
hon. Members to fix their arrangements. | * dangerous proceeding. He did not 
, ‘ | suggest that the proposal contained in his 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Before} Amendment was a perfect arrangement, 
the right hon. Gentleman replies, might | but he thought if the Government 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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would accept it, it would be a great im- 
provement to the Bill. 


Education 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘held,’ 
to insert insert the words ‘acting through a 
committee composed in equal proportions of 
members of the council and members of the 
‘school board or school boards within the 
-district.’ "—(Mr. Charles Morley.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir J. GORST said the Amendment 
attempted to create in this temporary 
Bill a second education authority. 
hon. Member did not say how the mem- 
bers of this committee were to be ap- 
pointed. In the case of the counties—— 


Mr. BRYCE said the suggested 
words, in the position in which they 
were proposed to be inserted, would 
only apply to boroughs. 


Sir J. GORST said that in the case 
of boroughs it compelled the county 
borough council to act through a com- 
mittee which had no power to strike a 
rate ; it only added additional com- 
plications to the machinery of the Bill 
without any object, and he could not 
accept the Amendment. 


(jnestion put, and negatived. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The next Amend- 
ment is in the name of the hon. Member 
for the Rugby Division— 

“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ held,’ 


‘to insert the words ‘ or, if they shall refuse or 


negleet te do so, the Beard of Education.’ ” 


I think that Amendment has _ been 
put down in the wrong place. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT submitted 


that as the Bill stood it was in order. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
this Amendment would be in order, be- 
cause it would place in the hands of the 
Board of Education the ultimate decision 
as to whether these schools should con- 
tinue or not. That is not the proposal 
of the Bill. On the first sub-section the 
Committee decided that the power 


should vest in the local authority ; 


{24 Juty 1901} 
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therefore I shall have to rule this 
Amendment out of order. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the previous 
Amendments did not exclude the possi- 
bility of settling a difficulty that might 
|arise between the school board and the 
| local authority by an appeal to the Educa- 
| tion Department. He thought there was 
| nothing inconsistent in the Amendment 
'with the decision at which the Com- 
| mittee had arrived, that the local autho- 
|rities were to come in to enable the 
school boards to go on, and that the 
| Board of Education should settle the 


| difficulties between the two bodies. 


| *Toe CHAIRMAN: I have given the 
best consideration I can to this matter, 
and the conclusion I have come to is this : 
The general principle of the Bill is that 
the local authority is to have in its 
hands the decision as to whether these 
schools are to go on or not, and any 
/Amendment which takes away that de- 
cision and places it in the hands of some 
other body seems to me to be contrary 
|to the spirit and the letter of the Bill, 
| which has received the imprimatur and 
‘assent of the House twice over. I shall 
be compelled, therefore, to rule that all 
| Amendments which would take away 
from the local authorities the ultimate 
| discretion as to what is to become of these 
ischools are out of order. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT pointed out 
‘that the words “taking away from the 
local authorities ” implied that they were 
| depriving them of something which they 
could otherwise use ; but his Amendment 
raised another question, which was that 
‘if they neglected to take up their powers 
in any way the Board of Education 
| should step in. Could it be said that these 
powers under the Bill were taken away 
because another authority other than 
‘the school board was enabled to take 
them up? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is a fine 
| point, but I think the result would be the 
| same. 


| Mr. CHANNING said that it was 
| understood when the Bill was introduced 
| that it was a short revision of Clauses 8 
jand 9 of the Education Bill No. 1. 
Clause 8 of the original Bill clearly con- 
| templated this appeal. 


| 
{ 
| 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN : [think Iam bound! Question proposed, “That the words. 


to look only within the four corners of | proposed to be left out stand {part of 
this Bill, and I cannot consider any other the clause.” 
Bill. 
| Sir J. GORST said such a school board 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said there | as the hon. Member described could go 
was a great deal to be said in favour of to the county council direct for sanction 
the appeal of the First Lord of the Trea-|if it wished, but where an important 
sury, and if the right hon. Gentleman | non-county borough was concerned the 
was prepared to accept some kind of | county council would probably consult 
modification, such as had been suggested it before giving its sanction. If the 
by the right hon. Member for South | school board wished to apply to the non- 
Aberdeen, he was perfectly sure the} county borough it must get the sanction 
Bill would be passed in a very short | of the Board of Education. That sanc- 
time. Under the circumstances, he! tion would be given in such conditions 
would not move the Amendment | that no controversy would arise. 

| 


standing in his name. 
| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he would fordshire, Lichfield) said many small 
‘school boards objected very much to go 


take leave to move the Amendment, in |‘ , . 
order that one of the most difficult points | !"to the county councils. Of course, the 
of the Bill might be cleared up. The | main object would be to get this sanction 
authority for the Technical Instruction | #8 quickly as possible, and the boroughs, 
Act was the urban sanitary authority, | for that reason, wanted to go to the 
and the municipal authority in a non-| County councils direct ; but In certain 
county borough. The position raised | #S¢s, where the county councils were not 
outside and discussed very freely was  Cognisant of the facts, they might give a 
this. If you have a school board within refusal. In that case, would the borough 
the jurisdiction of the urban sanitary | S¢hool board be able to go to the Educa- 
authority, to whom should it appeal for | tion Department and ask leave to go to 
sanction? Was it to appeal to the !ts own borough council ! 

borough council or to the county; | , ' 
council? In the case of Leamington the} | SIR J. GORST was understood to say 
borough council of Leamington would | that, with the sanction of the Board of 
be the authority for technical education, Education, that could be done 

but that borough council was in the area sa rae 

of the county council for Warwick. To *MR. C ORRIE GRANT said that, as the 
whom in that case was the school board | Bill now stood, it was the local authority 
to go for permission? They did not | Which had to apply and not the school 
know which authority to go to, and the | hoard. 
authorities themselves did not know; | sali 2 ; 
which of them was the authority to give | Sir J. GORST: T hat is so, and the 
the permission required. The right | Board of Education, In the exercise of 
hon. Gentleman was not quite right | their discretion under this elause, give 


when he repudiated the fact that there | their sanction to the county councils. 
were two authorities in this Bill. As a| 
fact there were two—the technical in-| *Mr. CORRIE GRANT asked whether 
struction committee and the county lit was the town council or the county 
council. If any disputes arose with the ‘council which had to ask for the sanction. 
urban district : council, who would be | 

the person to advise the school board?! Sir J.GORST: Both. 

This was a matter which could only arise | 

in rural districts, and he begged to move; *Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Then would 
the Amendment standing in his name. __| the right hon. Gentleman put some words 
| into the Bill to make this matter clear ? 





Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 10, to leave out from the | 


Sir J. GORST said if the hon. Gentle- 


word ‘held’ to the word ‘ may’ in line 13.” | man would look at the Bill he would see 
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that the matter was already perfectly | 
clear. The sanction of the Board of | 
Education would be given in accordance | 
with the circumstances of each particular | 
case. Either the local authority or the | 
school board could apply to the Board of | 
Education for its sanction. 


Education 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) | 
asked, did not hon. Gentlemen under- 
stand that the Vice-President could not 
accept any Amendment, however reason- 
able? The Vice-President was a man 
who could listen to argument and adopt 
reasonable suggestions. But in this case, 
he could not yield because the First Lord 
of the Treasury had his eye on him, and 
had told him not to accept any Amend- 
ment lest there should be a Report stage. 
He assured hon. Gentlemen they were 
only wasting valuable arguments ; they 
were casting pearls before the Govern- 
ment. Under the circumstances, it 
seemed to him they were wasting time 
and only knocking their heads against a 
stone wall. He challenged the First 
Lord to get up and say that that was not 
the case. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said his only 
object was to make the clause quite clear. 
The urban district sanitary authority 
was said to be the authority under the 
Technical Instruction Act. Let them 
assume that the urban district autho- 
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rity had never exercised their powers | 
under the Technical Instruction Act, did 
it still remain an authority which could | 
give a decision with regard the schools % | 


sir J. GORST: Yes, certainly. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT moved, in lines 
10 and 11, to leave out the words 
“with the sanction of the Board of 
Education.’’ He thought it was a re- 
fiection upon these local authorities 
that they should be forced to go to 
the Board of Education when the 
county councils and the county borough 
councils were not so forced. If he might 
take Middlesex as an illustration, he 
could show the Committee clearly that 
it was the local authorities who had full 
knowledge of these matters who ought 
to be entrusted with this power. There 
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were there a number of district councils 
which had large rating systems, and 
within these same areas were effective 
school boards doing good work, which 
the Cockerton judgment stopped. There 
were county councils in the country 
which were nothing like so important 
as these great district urban councils, 
yet the Board of Education was to inter- 
fere with them in a matter purely of local 
rating. This Bill was to give the matter 
of education into the hands of the local 
authorities, and it was most unfair that 
the Board of Education should come in 
and interfere in this way. According to 
the Vice-President, all school boards not 
in the county boroughs were in the 
position at the present time of not 
knowing to what authority to go. In 
county boroughs they could apply at 
once to the local authority, but in non- 
county boroughs they would not know 
what todo. What would happen would 
be that if they went to the county council; 
which had nothing to do with the rates 
and knew nothing of the needs of the 
school board, they would be asked 
whether they had been to the local 
authority; the answer would naturally 
be “ No, we did not want to waste time,” 
and the county council would then say, 
“Go to your local authority first of all, 
and if you cannot get their sanction, then 
you may come to us.”’ The Bill was a 
one-clause Bill, and it ought to be a 
simple one, but what would happen from 
such complication as this would be to 
bring the Board of Education in to 
criticise the work of one half of the local 
authorities and not the other half. That, 
he apprehended, was a condition of things 
which the right hon. Gentleman would 
be glad to alter. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the 
words ‘ with the sanction of the Board of Edu- 
cation.’ ”—(Mr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Sir J. GORST said that the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member introduced the 
very complications which he was desirous 
to avoid. The Committee had resolved 
that the county council should empower 
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the carrying on of schools as under the 
Technical Instruction Acts. There was 
a double authority in the districts, and 
it was essential that there should be some 
provision by which the conflict which 
the omission of the words proposed by 
the hon. Member would bring about 
might be avoided. This was the simple 
expedient of not allowing a conflict of 
authorities, of not allowing the urban 
authorities to interfere in the matter 
without the sanction of the Board of 
Education. 
of the common sense of the local autho- 
rities than the hon. Member seemed to 
have. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
was an excellent argument for putting the 
boot on the other leg. If anybody ought 
to ask for sanction it ought to be the 
county council, and not the urban district 
council. He thought the authority 
should be with the body that levied the 
rates, and unless an Amendment was 
accepted to fix that principle the whole 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
fell to the ground. His Amendment 
would give what the First Lord of the 
Treasury had impressed on the House— 
namely, that the authority was to be the 
one that levied the rates. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he under- 
stood that to the urban district councils 
and similar district councils the sanction 
of the Board of Education would be 
freely given. Before the Board of Eduea- 
tion sanctioned the right of a small 
municipality or urban district council to 
go on with this work, it would make 
an application to the county council. 


Sir J. GORST said he thought so. 
The Board would be guided by the cir- 
cumstances of the case. 


Mr. BROADHURST referred to the 
third paragraph of the circular letter 
sent out to the various local bodies by 
the Vice-President, and asked how that 
squared with the position now taken up 
by the right hon. Gentleman. The cir- 
cular seemed to him to be a direct in- 
vitation to the county councils to agree 
to do something which there was no 
power to compel them to do, but if they 


Sir J. Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


He had a higher opinion | 
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| agreed to do this thing at some time or 
| other the urgent representations of the 
district councils were to be snubbed. 


| Sir J. GORST: Every case would be 

considered upon its merits. Where the 
|county council was able and willing to 
/act, generally speaking, the sanction 
would not be given to the urban district 
council without consultation with the 
county council. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was 
‘important that the Committee should 
|know what was to be done in these 
‘cases. Was the sanction of the Board 
|of Education to be exercised according 
‘to the general principle of the Minute, 
or was it to be exercised in individual 
icases ? If it was to be exercised accord- 
ing to the general principle of the Minute, 
it was all right, but if it meant that the 
Board of Education was to find out what 
the local authority proposed to do before 
sanction was given, it was a very extra- 
ordinary thing indeed. Why should 
sanction be given to one body and not to 
another possessing similar qualifications ? 
If the Minute meant anything at all, 
it meant that the Education Board 
was going to ascertain what was going 
to happen in a particular case. Was 
the rule going to be laid down that 
all municipal and, in certain cases, town 
councils were to receive sanction, or was 
it simply that the Board of Education 
was going to see what would happen in 
every case, and give one town council a 
right and deny it to another ? 


Mr. CHANNING said that this ques- 
tion affected education perhaps more 
than any other part of the Bill. The 
circular said that the Board of Education 
would only sanction applications made 
by these urban authorities after con- 
sultation with the county council, which 
meant that they gave to the county 
council a power of veto. If the county 
councils demanded to retain this power in 
| their own hands, and said that they were 
prepared to do what they thought right 
and just, the circular morally bound 
the Board of Education to give them a 

| power of veto, and the urban district 
councils and the small borough councils 
would be denied the right to deal with 
_this question upon its merits. 
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Sir J. GORST : What I said was that | 
they could do it with the consent of the | 
Board of Education. 

| 

Mr. CHANNING said if the right hon. | 
Gentleman had paid a little closer atten- | 
tion he would have seen that he (Mr. | 
Channing) was dealing with another | 
portion of the right hon. Gentleman's | 
reply. The circular gave a moral pledge | 
to the county councils that if they were 
prepared to act themselves, the Educa- 
tion Department would not give its sanc- 
tion to urban district rating avthorities. 
This circular affected the rights of the 
urban district councils most materially, 
and he hoped every hon. Member would 
oppose the Bill until the matter was | 
thoroughly cleared up, and until this | 
unconstitutional pledge was done away 
with and the rights of the smaller com- | 
munities were vindicated. ef 


Sir J. GORST saw no reason why the 
hon. Gentleman should get into a state 
of fiery indignation over the matter. It 
was as simple as possible. There was no. 
difficulty or ambiguity in what he had 
stated. In the first place, he had a much 
higher opinion of the county councils 
than the hon. Member, and he did not 
believe they would be eager to get into | 
controversy with the great urban dis- 
tricts ; on the contrary, they would show | 
the utmost consideration for the rights | 
of these great communities. If, then, a | 
county council intimated to the Board | 
of Education its willingness to act, and 
applications were sent in from the large 
urban districts, the Board of Education 
would not deal with those applications | 
without consultation with the county | 
council. It would be an insult to the) 
county council if in such an important | 
matter they were to give their sanction | 
to the application of an urban district | 
without any consultation with them. | 
But the Board of Education retained the | 
most absolute power—after they had | 
consulted with the county council, and 
after they had heard what they had to 
say — without further communication 
with them, to give this licence as they 
thought fit to the boroughs. He did 
not anticipate any dispute or confusion. | 


| cover. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the | 
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ment nor the circular agreed with the Bill. 
The Bill said the Board of Education 
would permit other local authorities be- 
sides the two the Committee had ap- 
proved of to sanction these schools, but 
they could only do that with the sanction 
of the county council. If that was the 
intention of the Government, that ought 
to be stated in the Bill. The Bill there- 
fore would have to be amended in one 
direction or the other, and it might be 
very well amended by accepting the 
Amendment now before the House. The 


| second paragraph of the circular said the 


sanction could only be given after con- 
sultation with the county council ; the 


Bill said that the Board of Education 


alone would give the sanction. It said 
nothing about ‘‘after consultation with 


| the county council,’ and some words were 


undoubtedly required to make the matter 
clear. He had heard a great many 
appeals to the First Lord of the Treasury 
to make this matter clear. and he thought 
there might very well be an understanding 
that any arrangement arrived at to-night 
should apply to the Report stage as to 
the present occasion. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY said he was per- 
fectly well aware when he raised the 
question that it bristled with difficulties. 
It was,to start with,a violation of the 
principle of the Bill. The principle of 
the Bill all along was that the persons 
who provided the money should control 
the schools. Again and again Amend- 
ments had been urged upon the simple 


| ground that ratepayers ought to control 


the schools. In appealing to the county 
councils they were not appealing to the 
ratepayers’ representatives, because in 
the matter of the schools the rate was 
levied in the town or district. In this 
case the ratepayers would not have con- 
trol over their own schools ; they would 
be overridden by the county councils; 
which had frequently either refused 
assistance or granted it with the greatest 
reluctance. If the Bill was not to be 
amended, the Vice-President had better 
send out another circular at once, because 


the attempt by the right hon. Gentleman 


to deal with every case on its merits would 
absorb the time which the Bill was to 
What was the machinery to be 
used for enabling the urban sanitary 





difficulty the Committee felt was that | authorities to give consent to the school 
neither the right hon. Gentleman’s state- | boards to carry on this education ? The 
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urban sanitary authority would address 
a communication to the county council, 
which might not be sitting, to ask 
whether it was prepared to act or not, 
The county council after some time would 
notify the Education Board, and it would | 
consider whether it would act or whether | 
it did not propose to act. On that the | 
urban authority would refuse to allow | 
these schools to go on. 
of negotiation was to be negotiation with 
the county council and the urban sani- | 


tary authority,thus setting up two autho- | 


rities, with the Board of Education be- 
tween. The whole scheme was fraught 
with delay and full of friction. If the 
Board of Education had to obtain the 


opinion of every county council and 
urban sanitary authority throughout 
England, there would be very little 


chance for the schools during the coming 
winter. Therefore he entreated the Vice- 
President to depart from the principle 
of dealing with each case upon its merits, 
and to lay down instead a few simple 
rules showing how the Board of Educa- 
tion would act, and then this multitude 
of appeals for sanction would disappear ; 
there would be no need to make them ; 
certain districts would know clearly that 
they would have a right to give or with- 
hold their assent, and other districts 
would know by those general rules that 


So that the act | 
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| they could not come into the discussion 
‘at all, 
Mr. BRYCE said that, wnutever else 
' the discussion had failed to make clear it 
had shown that the Bill had been care- 
lessly drawn, or else that it ought to be 
/ amended. Anybody could see on reading 
|it that the Bill bristled with obscurities 
and difficulties. There ought to have 
been a direction in the Bill as to who was 
_ to make the application—whether it was 
‘the school board that was to take the 
initiative in determining whetherit would 
go to the urban council, or whether 
it was in the power of the urban district 
council to go to the Board and say, “ It 
is we, and not the county council, who: 
ought to give this sanction ” ; and, in the 
next place, it ought to have been stated 
whether the] Board of Education was 
going to do this as a matter of course or 
after consulting the county council. If 
the Government had made up their 
minds that the Bill was not to be amended 
in Committee, he hoped that in another 
place they would endeavour, by Amend- 
ments, to make it easier for the school 
boards and local authorities to work their 
schemes. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 207 
Noes, 137. (Division List No. 360.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 
Arkwris ‘ht, John Stanhope 
Arnold- “Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir W illiam 
Atkinson, tt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzR oy 
Bailey, —— (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John GeorgeAlexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
. Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey ) 
Salfour, Hon. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W. B. (Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bull, W illiam James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 


Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. "3 Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C LW. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer: 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 

C ompton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalkeith, Earl of 


| Denny, Colonel 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, SirW illiamTheodore 


Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning- Solueies, Sir Edwin ' 


| 





| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst: 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne- 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warw ick, SW 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, "MajEvans- (T’rH’ml’s) 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Sal’p 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D(Wednesb’ry 
xreene, Henry D.(Shrewbury), 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hamilton, Marqof( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent,Ashf & 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
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Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas.(Staffords., N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 

Hoare, EdwBrodie(Hampste’d | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope, J. F.(Sh’ftield, Brightsde 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.G. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon Jas. (Lances., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.{Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’uth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H, 
Malcolm, Ian 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh. ) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.)> 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | Seely,Cpt.J.E.B.([sleof Wight 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 


Middlemore, John T. 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow | 
| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Hy. F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt. Hn.Graham(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Paimer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand)» 
Spear, John Ward 


Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chizhester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 
| Warde, Col. C. E. 


Peel, Hn. Wm. Rebt. Wellesley | 
Pilkington,Lieut.-ColRichard | 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCutheart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C.E.(Taunton 


| Welby,SirCharlesG.E. (Notts. 
| Whiteley,H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 


taseh,Major Frederick Carne | 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 


| Remnant, James Farquharson | > 
| Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath 


_ Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) | 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander | 


| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 


Saunderson, RtHnCol. Edw. J. | 


NOES 


Dufty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master ot 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Gilhooly, James 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Haldane, Kichard Burdon 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 


Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 


Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


| Hobhouse, C.E.H.(Bristol,E. ) 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire | 


Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF(Accrington)®, 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. . 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Mellor, Rt.Hon.John William : 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,ColJohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) . 
Nussey, Thomas Willans _ 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’'y,Mid. . 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.)» 
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O’Connor, T. P. —— 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,Sir Chas.M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR, Threshie( Dumfries 


{COMMONS} 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. ( Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 


| Thomas,A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 


Tomkinson, James 


(No. 2) Bill. 1516 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James porn | 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOFS— 
Mr. Corrie Grant and Mr. 
Channing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place |‘ That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ 


and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question be now put.” 


* That the Clause stand part of the Bill ’ 


be now put.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Eon. John 
Bagot, Capt JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baltour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C.B.(Hornsey) 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach,Rt. Hn. W. W.B.(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur G. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middls’x 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
- Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r , 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
~Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) , 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 205; 
Question put, “That the Question Noes, 134. 


AYES. 


Cox,IrwinEdward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, enry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrenee,Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 


| Foster,PhilipS,(Warwick,SW. 


Gardner, Ernest 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbs, Hn A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordor,Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ml’s 
Gore, HnGRC. Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gorst ,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’y) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 


| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Roland 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’dond'ry ) 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


(Division List No. 361.3 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 


| Hoare,Edw.Brodie(Hampst’d) 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Hope,J.F. (Shettield, Brightsi’e 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Rich. Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, Jas. (Lancs., peek 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henr 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, KtHn Walter (Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring,HnW.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh 


| Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


Mildmay,Francis Bingham 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, (;eorge Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Education 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen, C. ?. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, lhomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Joha A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Grittith, Ellis J. 


{24 Juty 1901} 


| Ridley, 8S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


| Robinson, Brooke 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 


| Rutherford, John 

| Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
| Saunderson, Kt. Hon.Col.E.J. 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely,CaptJ. E. B.(Isleof Wight 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 





NOES. 


Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helene, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, W.) 
Hutton, Alfred EF. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swan’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 


| Langley, Batty 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermont, Patrick 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick a 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. aang yg 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 





Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 


O’Dowd, John 
| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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Tomlinson, Wm.Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) - 
Wodcehouse, Kt. Hn.E. R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander pss #79] a4) 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) - 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford} - 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S, 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Gallowa 

White, George (Norfalk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 
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Question put 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

_Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
‘Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W.B.(Hants. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
‘Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
‘Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, N.) 
‘Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘Crossley, Sir Savile 

‘Cust, Henry John C. 
‘Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

‘Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
| Macdona, John Cumming 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 


accordingly, “* That 
“Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


| Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


{COMMONS} 


‘ Noes, 130. 
AYES. 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H (City of Lond. 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
| Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
| Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-{Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton,RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence( K’nt, Ashford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords , N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield. Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
) 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. | 


| Maxwell, WJ H.(Dumfriesshire | 
| Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


(No. 2) Bill, 1520 


lhe Committee divided :—Ayes, 203 ; 
(Division List No. 362.) 


Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morriss, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) . 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, JamesFarq uharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seeley, Cap.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon, W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


, Stroyan, John 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,Sir CharlesG.E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 


| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir William Walrond and Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda | 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake, Edwara 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S&.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar,John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 
Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

‘Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam 





Clause 2 :— 


Mr. YOXALL said he desired to move ‘Education,’ 
an Amendment standing in the name of 
Baronet the Member for the 
Northwich Division of Cheshire. It was, 
at any rate, an effort to improve an ad- 


the hon. 


| Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Kennedy, Patrick James 


| Murphy, John 
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NOES. 


| Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | 


Harwood, George 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, F.) 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 


Hutton, Alfred E, (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
| Joyce, Michael 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph( Accrington) | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John HerLert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O’Dowd, John 
| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
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O'Malley, William 

*Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.(Durham 
| Partington, Oswald 
Phillips, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Scott,Charles Prestwich(Leigh 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soares, Ernest J 

Suilivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,G’ wer 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S.} 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page I, line 23, to leave out the word 


tion 


mittedly trumpery and temporary mea- 


sure, quite unworthy the 
Education Bill. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Aird, Sir John 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





name of an 
Noes, 118. 


AYES. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.’( Hornsey) | 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach,Rt.Hon.SirM.H(Bristol ‘ 


Question put, 
* stand part of the clause.” 


"and insert the words ‘ Higher 
Grade Schools Temporary.’ ”—(Mr. Yorall.) 


“That the word ‘ educa- 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 194 ; 
(Division List No. 363.) 


Beach, Rt, Hon.W.W.B.(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


| Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 


Brassey, Albert 
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Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


{COMMONS} 


| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. Derbyshire | 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. Birm 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wor’c 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | 
| Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,James.;Staffords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope, J.F.,Sheftieid,(Brightsi’e 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lanc., Bury) 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt.Hn.WilliamEdw.H. 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Bn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-\T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst,Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x | 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Hamilton, Marq. of( L’donderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfo’d 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) , 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen, Chas.P. (Gloue.,Stroud) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis Lowestoft) 


| Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,JohnT hrogmortn 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 


Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) _ 


NOES, 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.} 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 





(No. 2) Bill. 1524 
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Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lt,-Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne: 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S.Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. ,Limehouse). 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Capt.J.E.B.( Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesPark erjLanarks.} 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.\Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Heary James 
Tomlinson, Wm, Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel Wiliam George 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG.E. ( Notts. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und.Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord; 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (¥ orks.) 
Wodehouse, RtHon.E.R (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigau 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverner3-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 
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Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James | 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb.Jv.an | 
iriffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. 
Hardie,J.Keir.( MerthyrTydv’l 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
JonesDavid Bryn mor(Swansea | 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Joyce, Michael | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephI’.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 


| 
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MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 


| Nolan, Col.J ohnP.(Galway,N.) 


Nolan, Joseph (I.outh, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’Kell y Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Mal ey, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps. John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R.'Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs .) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
‘thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower. 
Thomson, F.W. (Yorks.,W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan,Chas. Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J.(Yorks.,W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr. Corrie 





Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


Reddy, M. 


Mr. A. J. Batrour rose in his place 
and claimed to move, ‘* That the Question 
‘ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be 
now put.” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I rise 
to a point of order with regard to the 
interpretation of Rule 25. I wish to ask 
whether a motion of that kind can be put 
unless the closure has previously taken 
place upon Amendments on the clause. 
The rule is as follows :— 

“When the motion ‘That the question be 

now put,’ has been carried and the question 
consequent thereon has been decided, any 
further motion may be made (the assent of the 
Chair as aforesaid not having been withheld) 
which may be requisite to bring to a decision 
any question already proposed from the Chair ; 
and, also, if a clause be then under considera 
tion, a motion may be made (the assent of the 
Chair as aforesaid not having been withheld) 
that the question that certain words of the 
clause defined in the motion stand part of the 
clause, or that the clause stand part of, or be 
added to, the Bill, be now put.” 
Now, Mr. Lowther, I venture to submit 
to you whether it is not correct that a 
motion that the clause be put must be 
consequent on some preceding decision 
of the closure upon Amendments of that 
clause. As far as I can read this clause 
it seems to me that this proposal of the 
closure ought not to be put as an original 
motion with regard to the clause. 


VOL. XCVII. [FourtH SErtiks,' 


Priestley, Arthur 











Grant. 


Redmond, John E.(Watertord) 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I understand that 
the right hon. Gentleman moved in the 
exact words of the Standing Order. 
[Opposition cries of “No, no!”] He 
moved that the question that Clause 2 
stand part of the Bill be now put— 
that is, the right hon. Gentleman has 
moved the closure. When the closure is 
carried, if it is carried, then there will bea 
second division dealing with the clause. 
The right hon. Gentleman is not now 
claiming that the clause should be put. 
He is moving the closure. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, 
Sir. As I understand, he has moved 
the closure on the second clause. I ask 
your ruling on this point. Is it in the 
power of the Government—for that 
would be the consequence—is it in their 
power, in a Bill of a dozen clauses, say, 
to begin the discussion by moving the 
closure on each clause in succession, 
without any discussion of the clause ? 
If so, we might have a Bill introduced, 
and a Minister might begin by moving 
that Clause 1 be now put, then that 
Clause 2 be now put, and Clause 3, and 
so on, and then that the Bill itself be 
carried without any discussion whatever. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The point put by 
te right hon. Gentleman to me is not 


3L 
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exact y the point before us to-day, because 
to-day there was a clause under con- 
sideration. The clause has been con- | 
sidered and a decision has been taken | 
with regard to it. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Not on 
Clause 2. 





*THue CHAIRMAN : Oh, yes, certai ily. | 
An Amendment was moved upon Clause | 
2 and a division was taken. Therefore, 
Clause 2 was under consideration. There- 
upon the Leader of the House move] | 
that the question, ** That the clause stand | 
part of the Bill” be now put. It seems to | 
be perfectly regular. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : | 
According to Standing Order 25 there | 
must first of all have been a closure on | 
the clause before the First Lord could | 
claim to make the proposal which he | 
has made. In this case there had been | 
no anterior closure. 





*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 
is perfectly correct. The only mistake | 
he makes is that the question I am now | 
going to put is the closure question— 
not the question that the cliuse stand 
part of the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There are two} 
different points. I say that the carrying | 
of Clause 1 was contrary to the Standing | 
Order, because you ought not to have | 
put the question “That Clause 1 stand 
part of the Bill” unless there had been 
an anterior closure and a division. 


AY 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex.F. | Brassey, Albert 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline Fitz Roy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
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| allowable, if a 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
| Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
, Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


is now quite in error. Even if he were 
not, he is not entitled to go back now 
to Clause 1. Weare now on Clause 2. 


Mr. CALDWELL rose again. 
*THoe CHAIRMAN: I think I 


made myself perfectly clear. 


have 


\r. CALDWELL: The question “ That 
Clause 2 stand part of the Bill” has not 
been put at all. An hon. Member got 
up to move an Amendment, and before 
any question was put at all the question 
is put, and the question “ That Clause 2 
stand part of the Bill ” was not before the 
House at all. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is so. The 
hon. Member is perfectly right. If he 


will kindly read the Standing Order he 
will see that in the last paragraph it is 
clause be then under 
consideration, for a motion to be made 


| that the question ‘* That the clause stand 


part of the Bill” be now put, being the 


question which I am now going to put. 


The question is that the question ‘‘ That 
Clause 2 stand part of the Bill”? be now 
put. 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ 
be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 186 ; 
i Noes, 109. (Division List Ns. 364.) 


ES. 


Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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The Chairman. 


| Cranborne, Viscount 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
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Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
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Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore,Hn.GR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
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Kimber, Henry 
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Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
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Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 





Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) , 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 





| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, J ohn Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W. J. H.{ Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Kt.Hn.Wm.Rbt. Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lieut--Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 


NOES, 


Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam | 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTy dvil) | 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E.) | 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm.(Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir JosephF’.(Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 


| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R 


| MacDonnell, Dr. 
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Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isle ofWight 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel Wm. George 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lundon, W. 

Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
| Murphy, John 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. John P. (GalwayN. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’BrienKendal(Tipperary Mid. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, Pp. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

OQ’ Kelly,Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, Pads 
Palmer, Sir Chas.M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Pri iestley, Arthur 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, SirR.Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Question put 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Baulury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.W.W.B.( Hants.) 
Beck tt, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, Rk. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir C iarles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’s. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 


accordingly, 
Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


| Law, Andrew Bonar 


| Lawson, John Grant 


| 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Cel. W.(Salop.) 
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Sinclair,Capt.John (Forfarsh.) | 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | 
Thomas,J.A.(Glam’gan,Gower 
| Thomson, F.W. (Yorks,.W.R.) 
| Tully, Jasper | 
| Wallace, Robert 


| Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) | 


* That 
Noes, 107. 


AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Foster,Philip 8.(Warwick.S.W. | 
Gardner. Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Agustus Frederick | 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore,Hn.G.RC.Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, Willian Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHn Lord G(Midx. | 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent,Ashf’rd 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie Hampstead | 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | 
Hope, J. (Sheffield, Brightside | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham) | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jessel,Captain HerbertMerton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) | 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 


Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 


Lecky,Rt. Hon. William Edw.H | 
Legge, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry ‘Currie | 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
rag Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
7 ong,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) | 
Long.Rt. Hn. Walter(Britol,S) | 
L onsdale, John Brownlee | 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Lowe, Francis William 


The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 365.) 


(No. 2) Bill. 1532 


Weir, James Galloway 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Wilson, HenryJ.(Yorks ,W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr. Corrie 
Grant. 


183 ; 


Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Livcrpool) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


| Maxwell, W.JH. (Dumfriesshire 


Middlemore,J ohnThrogmort’n 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A ( Deptford) 


| Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, I;benezer 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, 


Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major I'rederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely,Capt.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand; 
Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda 
Allen, Chas, P.(Glouc., Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, GeorgeM. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John ( Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigar) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA.Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hon. Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The 


standing in the name of the hon. Member | 
for West Nottingham are outside the 
The new clause 


four corners of the Bill. 


standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanarkshire is also out of order. 
The Bill cannot extend to Scotland, as it | 
uses phraseology which is only applicable 
For instance, 
“county boroughs” find no - pplication | 
‘The Board of Education ” | 
does not apply to Scotland, neither do | 


to England. 


in Scotland. 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


194 Jury 1901} 


Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. | 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) | 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.(Bath) | 


NOES. 


Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr,Tydvil | 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a | 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy. Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF’.(Accringt’n 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien ,Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


. O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, ‘V.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, | 
O'Malley, William 


new clauses 


the words 
Elementary 


the Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and | exclude it. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 


1891 apply to Scotland. 


Mr. CALDWELL: 


May I explain | 
that according to statute law the Bill | 
applies to the United Kingdom, unless a 
special exemption is made. 


The words | of the Act. 


| TELLERS 


‘* school boards ”’ 
do apply to Scotland as well as England. 
There is a great deal in this clause which 
applies to both England and Scotland. 
- May I point out also that in the Education 
| Act for England and Wales there is a 
| special clause—notwithstanding the title 
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Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


TELLERS FoR THE AYES — sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 


| Philipps, John Wynford 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 


|! Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, SirR.Threshie (Dumfries) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. \ Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas , Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, EK.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson,F. W. (Yorks.,W. R.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Weir, James Galloway 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Wilson, Henry J. ( Yorks, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. ) 


| Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Duncan and Mr. Levy. 


66 . 2? 
and “ county councils 


| saying that it shall not apply to either 
Scotland or Ireland. So there is in the 


Ndueation Act of 1870. 


There is nothing to prevent this Act 
applying to Scotland unless we specially 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The ques- 
tion whether an Act applies to Scotland 
or not is always deduced from the terms 


There are many cases in 
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which no special clause excluding Scot- 
land has been inserted. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): May I say, with all respect for 
the ruling of the Chair, that my fear 
is that serious questions may be raised 
in the future. You, Sir, have referred 
to certain terms employed in Clause 1, 
but may I point out that it is perfectly 
possible to equate the operative provisions 
of the Bill apart altogether from those 
terms. Where, for instance, you have a 
delinquent school board misapplying 
school funds, the Bill might be equally 
applicable to Scotland and to England. 
You might have, in fact, very serious 
arguments put forward if you do not 
insert the clause providing that the 
Bill shall not apply to Scotland. If there 
is any doubt on the point, I do hope 
that steps will be taken to remove it. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: I have listened 
carefully to the statement of the hon. 
Member, and I see no reason to alter 
my decision. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said he had intended to move the addi- 
tion of a sub-section to the first section, 
and he desired now to move it as a new 
clause. 


*THe CHAIRMAWN said it should have 
been brought forward as a sub-section 
to the main clause. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he put 
it down originally as an Amendment 
to the first clause purely as a matter of 
symmetrical arrangement, but he would 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r | 


Bignold, Arthur 
Boscawen, Arth 
Bowles, Capt. H 
Brassey, Albert 


Burdett-Coutts, 


Balfour,RtHn.GeraldW.(Leeds | Cautley, Henry 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Beckett, Ernest William Cecil, Evelyn (A 


{COMMONS} 


.F. (Middlesex 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 


Butcher, John George 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 


| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Beach,Rt.Hon.W.W.B.(Hants. | Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
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point out that the sub-section was 
entirely independent of the first clause. 
It should also be borne in mind that he 
was prevented moving it by the appli- 
'eation of the closure. What his clause 
proposed to do was to establish appellate 
machinery for cases in which the county 
could have acted capriciously, to provide 
for cases in which there was a difference 
of opinion as to the terms on which 
education was to be carried on, and 
to deal with the impasse which might 
arise by the county council refusing to 
entertain this jurisdiction. He would 
suggest with very great respect that 
the clause dealt with an entirely new 
matter, and he asked leave, therefore, to 
propose it: 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
has submitted two points, one of sub- 
stance and the other of form. As to the 
question of form, the proposal ought 
to have been made part of the main 
clause, and he himself showed that that 
was his view by actually putting it 
down as an Amendment to that clause. 
As to the question of substance, I do not 
know whether it will be any consolation 
to the hon. Member to know that if he 
had moved the proposal as an Amend- 
ment to the clause, it would have been 
ruled out of order. The question is that 
‘“‘T report this Bill without Amend- 
ment to the House.” 


Question put, “That the Chairman 
do report the Bill, without amendment, 
to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 171 : 
Noes, 98. (Division List No. 366.) 


Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
W. | Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 


ur Griffith- 


Strother 


ston Manor) 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich | Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Douglas, Rt Hon. A. Akers- 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. 














vas 
ise. 
he 
pli- 
use 
ate 
ity 
ide 
nee 
ich 
nd 
sht 
to 
ald 
nat 
ew 
to 


in 
it, 








1537 Education 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. KdwardAlgernon 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby(Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 


Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry) 
Hardy, Laurence(KentAshford 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hope, J. I.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, SirWm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Mid., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton ' 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh. 
Kenyon, James (Lancs, Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson Gower,Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, Javid (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. E. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,J ohnThrogmort’n 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis. 
Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury’; 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Grenock) 


' Remnant, James Farquharson 


REDE ora es 
tenwick, George 


NOES. 


Ffrench, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hope, John Deans(Fife, West 
Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’ns’a 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accringt’n 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
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Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely,Capt.J. K.B.(Isleof Wight 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton) 
Welby,Sir Chas, G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hon.E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Morgan, J.Lloyd( Carmarthen 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
p+ aad Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, T. Kerry, W. 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly. »James(RoscommonN. 
O'Malley, William 


| O’Mara, James 
| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durham 
Philips, John Wynford 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,SirR.Threshie( Dumfries 
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Rickett, J. Compton | Thomas,Abel (Carmarthen,E.) , Wilson,Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | | Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Robson, William Snowdon | Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) | Young, Samuel 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) | Tully, Jasper | _ Yoxall, James Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B ) | Wallace, Robert 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | Walton JohnLawson( Leeds,S. | TELLERS EOR THE Nors— 
Soares, Ernest J. | Weir, James Galloway | Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Sullivan, Donal Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) Captain Sinclair. 


Bill reported, without amendment; Army Estimates would be the first and 
to be read the third time upon Monday Navy Estimates the second Order. 


next. 
In pursuance of the Order of the 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 'House of the 22nd day of this instant 
Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- July, Mr.‘Speaker adjourned the House 
TARY To THE TREASURY (Sir Wituiam | without Question put. 
WALROND, Devonshire, Tiverton), on the 


motion for adjournment, said that Supply | Adjourned accordingly at twenty 
would be taken on the following day ;, minutes after Eight of the clock. 
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APPENDIX IT. 
is— sapiens 
and 
PUBLIC BILLS 
ind DEALT WITH IN VOLUME XCVII. 

Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the the last column relate to the page in this volume. ‘“[H.L.]” fellowing the title 
unt indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 
ise 

(A.) House or Lorps. 
wy Title of Bill. | Brought in by Progress. 
Day Industrial Schools | Earl of Meath Committee, Report, 16 July 

(Ireland) [1.1] (551) 

Education (Scotland) = = | = ss ——-- Report, 11 July (21); Read 3° 
; 15 July (397) 
*Finance Marquess of Salishury | Read 1¢ 18 July (777) ; Read 
24 23 July (1254) 

* Larceny | a Read 1¢ 23 July (1295) 
Marine Insurance [H.L. | Earl of Halsbury Read 1¢ 12 July (220) 
Outdoor Relief (Friendly | Lord Monkswell | Third Reading (defeated) 

Societies) | 11 July (5) 

Patent Law Amendment | Karl of Dudley Read 1¢ 19 July (959) 
HL. | | 

Plumbers’ _—_— Registration | Lord Glenesk: | Read 1* 12 July (220) 
H.L. 


Marquess of Salisbury | Read 17 19 July (966) 
| Read 2% 23 July (1264) 
Salmon Fisheries (Ire- | Larl of Mayo Read 1* 19 July (959) 
land [#.L. | 
Trawlers’ Certificates Sus- | Earl of Camperdown Report 22 July (1105) 
pension [H.L. ] | Read 3* 23 July (1295) 
| 


Royal Declaration [H.L. | 





(B.) House or Commons. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
*Agricultural Rates Act, Mr. Walter Long | Read 1° 18 July (859) 
1896, etc., Continuance 
*Alkali, &e., Works, Regu- Ar. Walter Long | Read 2° 22 July (1219) 


lation [H.L. | 
*Burial Grounds (Scotland) — Mr. A. Grahain Murray) Withdrawn 22 July (1248) 


*Congested Districts Board | Mr. Wyndham | Read 2° 15 July (547) 
(Ireland) | | 


' 
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(B.) House or CommMons—cont. 








Title of Bill. Brceught in by Progress. 


Read 1° 16 July (601) 





Contagious and Infections Mr. Louis Sinciair 
Diseases (Animals) 
*Drunkards [H.L. } Mr. Ritchie | Withdrawn 22 July (1248) 
*Education (No. 2) Sir J. Gorst _ Committee 15 July (453); 23 
July (1354); 24 July 
(1432); Report 24 July 


1536 
*Finance Mr. J. W. Lowther | Cauca 11 July (123); 
Read 3° 17 July (699) 
* Justices’ Jurisdiction Mr. Ritchie Read 1°15 July (452) ; With- 
(London) [H.L. ] drawn 23 July (1427) 
*Larceny Sir Robert Finlay Considered ; Read 3’ 22 July 
1234 
*Local Government (Ire- Mr. Wyndham nd oa July (1352) 
land) 
London School Board Dr. Macnamara tead 1° 16 July (601) 
Elections 
London Water Sir J. Blundell Maple Read 1° 23 July (1351) 
Meat-marking (Ireland) Mr. Field Committee, 18 July (955) 
*Militia and Yeomanry Mr. Brodrick Read 2° 22 July (1189) 
Peers (Abolition of Privi- Mr. Swift Muaeneill Read 1° 17 July (771) 
leges) 
Polling Arrangements(Par- Mr. Whitmore Read 1° 15 July (452) 
liamentary Boroughs) 
[H.L. | 
Polling Districts (County Mr. Whitmor: Read 1° 15 July (453) 
Councils) [HLL | 
*Prevention of Corruption sir Robert Finlay Withdrawn 23 July (1428) 
(No. 2) [H.L.] 
Private Legislation Pro- Mr. Hempshill Withdrawn 24 July (1432) 
cedure (Ireland) 
Rifle Ranges Mr, C. Allen Read 1° 23 July (1352) 
Shop Clubs Mr. Harry Samuel 19 July (1006) 
*Summary Jurisdiction | Mr. Atkinson Withdrawn 22 July (1247) 
(Ireland) 


*Trout Fishing Annual Jr. 4. Graham Murray Withdrawn 22 July (1247) 
Close Time (Scotland) 
Ulster Custom Mr. W. Moore Second Reading. (Deferred) 
18 July (956) 
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APPENDIX II 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1901. 


List oF RuLEs, Orpers, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 


Date from which 


| 
| ) Period to lie upon 
| the Period runs, 


the Table. 





Title of Paper. 





Army (Volunteers),—Copy of Draft of a Scheme 19 July 
relative to the Efficiency of the Volunteers in 
substitution for the Scheme contained in Her late 
Majesty’s Order in Council, dated 3lst July 1880, 
as amended by subsequent Orders in Council [26 | 
and ¥7 Vie., ¢. 65, s. 11] | 


| 
| One lunar month 
} 
| 

















